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Challis Resource Area 
Resource Management Plan 
and 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Document Status: Drafi ( } Final (X) 

Lead Agency: United States Department of the Imtenor 
Bureau of Land Management 

Type of Action: Administrative (X) Legislative ( ) 

Action Location: Challis Resource Arca, Upper Columbia - Salmon Clearwater Districts, BLM 
Lem and Custer Counties, State of Idaho 

Abstract: The Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan Final Environmental impact 
Statement (PRMP FEIS) describes the Bureau of Land Management's proposed plan 
for managing approximately 792,567 acres of public lands administered by the BLM 
within the Challis Resource Arca. The PRMP/FEIS is based on the Preferred 
Alternative (Alternative 2) described in the Challis Draft RMP/EIS (BLM, May 1996), 
as modified in response to public and tribal comments and internal BLM recommenda- 
tions. It describes changes from and corrections to the Challis Draft RMP’EIS, updates 
the discussion of the affected environment. provides an analysis of environmental 
consequences for the Proposed RMP. and records public comments and responses. 
The PRMP’FEIS incorporates the Draft RMP/EIS by reference and should be used in 
conjunction with that document. 

For Further Kathe Rhodes, Resource Management Plan Coordinator 

Information Bureau of Land Management 

Contact: Route 2, Box 610 
Salmon, Idaho 83467 
(208) 756-5440 

Review Period The public review period for ‘he Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan and 


Final Environmental Impact Statement is 30 calendar days. The 30-day review penod 
shall begin when the Environmental Protection Agency publishes a notice of the filing 
of the Proposed RMP/Final EIS in the Federal Register. Comments, including names 
and street addresses of respondents, wili be available for public review at the above 
address during regular business hours (7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.), Monday through 
Friday, except holidays. Individual respondents may request confidentiality. If you 
wish to withhold your name or street address from public review or from disclosure 
under the Freedom of Information Act, you must state this prominently at the 
beginning of your written comment. Such requests will be honored to the extent 
allowed by law. All submissions from organizations or businesses, and from 
individuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or 
businesses, will be made available for public inspection in their entirety. 
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United States Department of the Interior 


BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Upper Columbia - Salmon Clearwater Dis*nicts 
Challis Resource Arca 
Route 2, Box 610 
Salmon, Idaho 83467 
In Reply Refer To: 
1610/1793 (045) 
October 1998 
Dear Reader: 
Enclosed for your information is the Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan and Final 


Environmental Impact Statement (PRMP/FEIS). The PRMP/FEIS is a refinement of the 
Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) and accompanying environmental consequences 
discussion contained in the Challis Draft Resource Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement (BLM, May 1996), with consideration given to public and tribal comments 
and BLM internal recommendations. In addition to describing the BLM’s proposed 
management of public lands in the Challis Resource Area, the PRMP contains the BLM’s 
proposed amendment of the Little Lost-Birch Creek Management Framework Plan, which 
would affect management of public lands in the Donkey Hills portion of the Big Butte 
Resource Area. 


The PRMP/FEIS describes changes from and corrections to the Challis Draft RMP/EIS, 
updates the discussion of the affected environment, provides an analysis of environmental 
consequences for the Proposed RMP, and records public comments and responses. The 
PRMP/FEIS restates portions of the Draft RMP and EIS that are critical to understanding the 
Proposed Plan and its analysis of environmental consequences. Other information included in 
the Draft RMP/EIS is incorporated by reference into this PRMP/FEIS. 


Anyone interested in protesting the PRMP must do so by close of business 30 days after the 
Notice of Availability is published in the Federal Register. See “Protest Procedures” on the 
following pages for more detailed protest information. 


Following the 30-day protest period, the Governor of Idaho's consistency review, resolution 
of any protests, and review of comments on the FEIS, the RMP will become final. The 
Record of Decision for the approved Resource Management Plan will then be prepared. 


We want to thank the tribes, individuals, groups, and agencies who attended public mectings 
and who took time to provide either oral or written comments during the last several years. 


Sincerely, 
—!* 
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Pretest Procedures 


The resource management planning process includes an opportunity for administrative 
review via a plan protest to the BLM Director if you believe the approval of a proposed 
RMP or plan amendmen: would be in error. (See 43 CFR 1610.5-2.) Carcful adherence 
«© these guidelines will assist in prepering a protest that will assure the grcatesi 
consideration to your point of view. 


Only those persons or organizaticns who participated in our planning process leading to 
the Challis Proposed RMP and amendment of the Little Lost-Birch Creek MFP may 
protest. If our records do not indicate that you had any involvement in any stage in the 
preparation of the Challis Proposed RMP and amendment of the Little Lost-Birch Creek 
MFP. your protest will be dismissed without further review. 


A protesting party may raise only those issues which he or she submitted for the record 
during the planning process. New issues raised in the protest period should be directed 
to the Upper Columbia-Salmon Clearwater Districts Manager or the Challis Area Manager 
for consideration in plan implementation, as potential plan amendments, or as otherwise 
appropriate. 


The period for filing a plan protest begins when the Environmental Protection Agency 
publishes in the Federal Register its Notice of Availability of the final environmental 
impact statement containing the proposed RMP or amendment. The protest period 
extends for 30 days. There is no provision for any extension of time. To be considered 
“timely,” your protest must be postmarked no later than the last day of the protest period 
Also, although not a requirement, we suggest that you send your protest by certified mail, 
return receipt requested. 


Protests shall be filed with: 


Director, Bureau of Land Management 
Attention: Ms. Brenda Williams, Protests Coordinator 
WO-210/LS-1075 


Department of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 


The overnight mail address is: 


Director, Bureau of Land Management 
Attention: Ms. Brenda Williams, Protests Coordinator (WO-210) 
1620 L Street, N.W., Room 1075 


Washington, D.C. 20036 
[phone: 202/452-5110) 


To expedite consideration, in addition to the original sent by mail or overnight mail, a 
copy of the protest may be sent by 


FAX to 202/452-5112; or 
E-mail to bhudgensi@)wo.bim.gov 


WO-210 will immediately acknowledge receipt of the protest and FAX/e-mail a copy to 
the appropriate State Director and the assigned Pianning, Assessment, and Community 
Support (PACS) Field Support Staff. 


Protests filed late, or filed with the State Director, or District, Field, or Area 
Manager, shall be rejected by WO-210. 


In order to be considered compiete, your protest must contain, at a minimum, the 
followine inf a 


|. The name, mailing address, telephone number, and interest of the person filing the 
protest. 


2. A statement of the issue or issues being protested. 


3. A statement of the part or parts of the Challis Proposed RMP or Little Lost-Birch 
Creek MFP amendment being protested. To the extent possible, this should be done 
by reference to specific pages, paragraphs, sections, tables, maps, etc. included in the 
document. 


4. A-copy of all documents addressing the issue or issues that you submitted during the 
planning process or a reference to the date the issue or issues were discussed by you 
for the record. 


5. A concise statement explaining why the BLM State Director's decision is believed 
to be incorrect. This is a critical part of your protest. Take care to document all 
relevant facts. As much as possible, reference or cite the planning documents, 
environmental analysis documents, and available planning records, (i.¢., mecting 
minutes or summaries, correspondence, etc.). A protest which merely expresses 
disagreement with the Idaho State Director's proposed decision, without any data will 
not provide us with the benefit of your information and insight. In this case, the 
Director's review will be based on the existing analysis and supporting data. 
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Proposed RMP/Final EIS: Content and Organization 


The Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS (PRMP/FEIS) is organized into two volumes, as 
described below. The document is numbered consecutively, with the exception of maps, 
which have map numbers but no page numbers. A tabie of contents is included at the 
beginning of cach volume, and an index to the entire PRMP/FEIS is provided at the end 
of Volume 2. The dividers to some sections (Proposed RMP, Proposed RMP 
Attachments, Maps, Comment Letters and Responses) also contain an abbreviated Tabic 
of Contents to those sections. 


Volume 1 


Summary: Summarizes the following portions of the PRMP/FEIS: the purpose and 
need for action; issues and management concerns addressed; development of the 
Proposed RMP. the affected environment, and the environmental consequences, 
including a comparison of impacts between the Preferred Alternative (Draft RMP) and 
the Proposed RMP. 


Chapter | - Introduction: Describes the BLM planning process for developing a 
resource management plan (RMP) and the purpose of and need for the Challis RMP. 
Lists individuals who contributed to preparation of the Challis Proposed RMP/Final 
EIS. Also lists corrections to the Challis Draft RMP/EIS. 


Chapter 2 - Alternatives: Describes how the Proposed RMP was developed in 
response to tribal and public comments and BLM internal recommendations. (Note: 
Tribal and public comments and BLM responses are contained in Volume 2, Chapter 
5). Describes the changes between the Draft RMP/EIS - Preferred Alternative 
(Alternative 2) and the Proposed RMP. Compares the environmental consequences 
of the Draft RMP - Alternative 2 and the Proposed RMP. Any unavoidable adverse 
impacts are stated, including reversible and irretrievable commutments of resources. 
Note: A complete discussion of environmental consequences is provided in Volume 
2, Chapter 4. 


Proposed Resource ianagement Plan, and Attachments: "describes in detail the 
BLM's proposed managemeri of land uses and resources within the Challis Resource 
Area 


Glossary: Defines acronyms and terms used in the text and appendices which may be 
unfamiliar or specialized. (Acronyms are also defined with their first usage ) 


Maps: All maps referred to in the Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS are placed in 
Volume 1. Smaller maps (8 1/2 x 11 inches) are numbered in alphabetical order by 
title and bound in Volume 1. Larger maps are folded in a maps pocket at the back 
of Volume | 
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Volume 2 


Chapter 3 - Affected Environment: Discusses the existing condition of resources and 
programs in the Challis Resource Area. The chapter begins with background 
information on the Resource Arca's geography, topography, and climate. Then cach 
resource’ program is described in two sections: (1) relevant law, regulation. and policy: 
and (2) the existing resource condition and trend (including any effects of past or on- 
going management). 


Chapter 4 - Environmental Consequences: Dviscloses the physical, social, and 
economic consequences of implementing the Proposed RMP. using the cxisting 
condition descriptions from Chapter 3 as a baseline for comparison. Describes the 
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of implementing the decisions listed in the 
Proposed RMP and its attachments (see Volume 1). 


Chapter 5 - Consultation, Coordination, Consistency, and Comment Letters and 
Responses: Summarizes the public involvement process since publication of the 
Draft RMP/EIS, consultation with persons and agencies. and efforts to achieve 
consistency. Also lists agencies, organizations, and persons to whom a copy of the 
Proposed RMP/Final EIS will be sent. Describes the process used to evaluate and 
respond to public comments. Reproduces public comment letters and provides BLM 
responses. 


Appendices: Appendix items contain supplementary mformation that adds depth to the 
discussions in Volumes 1 and 2. 


References: Provides the sources for material cited in the body of the Proposed 
RMi **nal EIS and appendices. 


Index: Provides a listing by page number of various topics of interest in Volumes 1 
and 2. 


Comparison of the Proposed RMP and the Preferred Alternative _.. 


Chapter | ~ Introduction 


Resource Management Plan Descnpnon and Implementation 
Purpose of and Need for Action 

Planmeng Record 

Preparers | | 
Corrections to the Challis Draft RMP EIS 


Chapter 2 - Proposed RMP 


Proposed RMP Development 

Amendment of the Little Lost - Burch Creek MFP 
Comparson of the Proposed RMP and Preferred Alternative 
Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan 


Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan, and Attachments 


Air Quality 
Goal | « “Prevent aw quality deterioration.” 


Areas of Critical Eavironmental ( oncern Research Natural Areas 
Goal | . “Highlight values throagh ACEC RNA designation and management“ 
Management Decissons Common to All ACECs 
Antelope Fla ACEC RNA 
Birch Creek ACEC 
Cronk’s Canyon ACEC RNA 
Donkey Hille ACIC 
Dry Gulch ACEC/RNA 
Last Fork Salmon River Bench ACEC RNA 
Herd Creck Watershed ACEC RNA 
Lone Bird ACEC 
Malm Guich/Germer Basin ACEC RNA 
Peck'’s Canyon ACEC RNA 
Pennal Guich ACEC 
Sand Hollow ACEC RNA 
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Samet Creek ACEC RNA 
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Thousand Sprngs ACEC RNA 
Biotogic al Div ervats 

Goa! | - “Restore and mamtam ecological systems and processes © “ 
C elteral Resowrces 

Goal | - “identify and manage cultural resources (general) 4! 

Goal > “Increase publx awareness and apprecuaton © 4) 

Goal 5 . “\dentfy and manage Natrve Amencan tradmonal cultural values ~ 4) 
Fire Management 

Goal | - "Manage wildfires and prescribed fires.“ 4) 
Fisheric 

Goal | “Manage aquatx habnat to ensure hestt fishenes resources © 4s 
bleodplain Wetland Areas 

Goal | “Marsan or umnprove values of floadplarn wetland areas ~ as 

Goal 2 - “Prevent loss of resource values of aprings and seeps“ an 
Forest Resources 

Goal | - "Marmam vustamable productrvity of forest lands * a 
Hasardows Materiah Management 


Goal | - “Preven hazardous maternals mcdents “ $3 


Land Tenure and Access 
Goal | - “Retain and acquire lands with significant resource values “ 
Goal 2 - “Wentify public lands available for disposal.” 
Goal } - “Conesder use authorizations.” 
(Coal 4 “Ehenenate unauthonzed uses © 
Goal 5 « “Increase access to public lands.” 


Livestock Graring 
(,0al | “Improve ecological condmeon * 
Goal 2 « "Manage livestock distribution.” 


22 °cc 


Mineral Energy and Now Energy | easabie, Saleable and | ocstabic 
Management Decisions Which Appty to Development of All Types of Minerals 6) 
(roel | "Manage ol gas and geothermal mineral developmen” 6) 
(oal > Manage saleable and non energy leasable mineral development — 65 
Goal } - “Manage locatable mureral development “ tt 


Minimum Streamfow 
Coal |” Acquire adequate minimum streamfiows © 6” 


Neoriows Weed Infestations 
Goal | - "Reduce new infestations “ 67 
Goal 2 « “leventory noxious weeds“ 6” 


Goal } . “Control existing infestations.“ oo 
Off -bighway \ chicte Use 
Goal | . “Provide OMY use opportunities, manage impacts to resources “ ad 


Recreation Opportunities and \ isitor | se 
Goal | - “Protect recreation valucs mm SRMAs and along Highway 93” 
Goal ) - “Prowade mmerpretive services.” 

Goal } « “Prowse recreation opportunities m the ERMA” 
Goel 4 - “Dewgnate Backcountry Byways ” 
Goal 5 . “lnwemtory and protect caves ~ 


Goal > - “Increase know ledge of mpanan resources ~ 


(Coal 4 - “Increase publw awareness ~ 


Tramspertation 
Goal | - “Prowsde an adequate road and trail syaem “ 


Tribal Treaty Rights 
Coal | - “Manage trust resources, accommodate treaty and legal nghts “ 


\ pland W atervhed 
Goal | - “lmprove upland watershed condition” 


Viseal Resources 
Goal | - “Marten of enprove viewal quality, estabinh VRM clases “ 


WV ater Quality 
Goal | “beprove and marmtam « ater quality ” 


V liderness Sted) Areas - Management if Released from W liderness Review 
Goal | « "Manage resources and values released WSAs” 


Wild Horses and Burros 


Coal | “Maram a viatle population and thr mg natural ecological balance © 


Withdlete Haterat 
Goal | . "Manage tig game habuat “ 
Goal 2 . “Manage wildlife habuat (general) " 
Goal } . "Manage riparian wildlife haba” 
Goal 4 . “Rewtroduce native wildlife ” 


Willd and Scenic Rivers 
Goal | « “Mdentify rvers suttable for mclusion @ National WSR System ” 
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Attachments to the Challis Proposed Resource Management Pien 


Amachmen | Repanan Wetland Arce Funchon Clasedicom eo tor 
Amachmen > Procedures (sed When Devetaping of Revreng Actraty Plam mo 
Amachmen } Component Practices for Grarmg Management @ Lice of BMP, a 
Amachmen 4 Ronparan Habnat Arca Width Detncaton m Sercamm o¢ (ther 0 gircte ater: vers 
Amachmenm § Standard Operating Procedures “ 
Anachmen 6 [DIG BLM ER Policy Stmemen and Memorandum of | nderwandeng Lh 
Amachmen 7 BLM Guidelines for Dom" Sheep Managemen om Bighorn Sheep Hathas ||” 
Anachmen & Desrgn Specificaticms : i™» 
Anmachenen 9 Fire Suppressson and = hncatie Speceficaterm iM 
Atachmem 10 Leawible Merah S$ «coms i” 
Atachmem || Seumwnary of the Chilly .. Wetland Comserwanon Progect \44 
Anachmen |) Procedure for Nonpowt Source Conemtency Review a6 
Anachmert |} Reparnan Study Area Development “0 
Anachmen 14 Procedures for Virnemum Streamflos Applic anon as 
Anachment |S Moenenuam Ripanan and Aquatx Habnat ( ondrtncm 1a 
Anachmenm |’ Tracts Conmdered for Sale is! 
Anachmem |& Wrid and Scemc Rivers Study 182 
Anachmen 19 Approved Methads for Waste Draposal iM 
Anachmen 20 (Crmena for Road Mamtenance Levels iss 
Anachmem >| Wehdrawal Status of ( armpgrounds and Recreation Snes 1% 
Attachment 22 Easements Needed to Ensure Publix Access. by Ounership 1” 
Attachment 2) Beneficial se Classrficatiom for Dramage Segments 19 

Clossary 

Lest of Acronyms ) ios 
Glossary Defimtrons | tty 
Maps 
Note: Maps | through 48 are bownd mm the back of Volume | 


Maps A through 11 are folded and mmeerted m a maps pocket a the back of Volume | 
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— General Location 

- Antelope Plat ACEC RNA 

- Bach Creek ACEC 

» Cromk’s Canyon ACEC RNA and Dry Gulch ACEC RNA 
» Semmens Creek ACEC RNA and Donkey Hille ACEC 

» East Fork Salmon River Bench ACEC RNA 

- Herd Creek Watershed ACEC RNA 

Map |): ACECs - Lone Bird ACEC 
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Locatable Mineral Land Classification (and legend) 
Locatable Mineral Potential (and expanded legend) 
Mule Deer Winter Range 

Off-highway Vehicle Use 

Oil and Gas Potential (and expanded legend) 
Road and Trail Maintenance Priorities 
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: WSAs - Jerry Peak West and Boulder Creek WSAs 
Map 47: WSAs - Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs 
Map 48: Wild Horses 


Map H: Wild and Scenic River Suitability Findings 
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RMP Purpose “eed and lmplememanon 


RMP Purpose, Need, and Implementation. 


The Challis Proposed Resource Management PlanFinal Environmental impact Statement 
(PRMP'FEIS) describes and analyzes the Bureau of Land Management's proposed resource 
management of approximately 792,567 acres of BLM pubic lands administered by the Challis 
Resource Area, | ipper Columbia-Salmon Clearwater Districts in Custer and Lembhi counties, idaho 
(see General Location map). 


The purpose of the Challis Resource Management Plan (RMP) is to identify resource condition 

objectives, land use allocations, and management actions and direction necessary to guide resource 

management on a long term, sustainable basis during the next 15 to 20 years. The resource 

manmagericm decisions recommended in the Proposed RMP (sce Volume |) are based upon 
appro «J planning criteria and adhere to BLM planning regulations. 


The Chatlis RMP would be implemented following Plan approval. as documented in a Rs cord of 
Decision. The Challis RMP would replace existing Management Framework Mans (MPs) for 
the Challis Resource Arca and amend the Little-Lost-Birch Creek MFP used by the Upper Snake 
River District - BLM; the Challis RMP may also alter decisions or directions contaimed im other 
existing BLM decision documents. RMP impicmentation would occur according to an 
implementation plan developed following signature of the Record of Decision. Some RMP 
decisions would require immediate action and be implemented upon signature of the approved 
RMP. Other Plan decisions would be implemented sometime during the 15 to 20 year life of the 
RMP. Still other Plan decisions would require action only when (and if) an activity is imitiated 
externally. The approved RMP would be monstored and evaluated on an on-gomg basis om order 
to determine the effectiveness of the RMP and the need for maintenance, amendment. or revision 
as provided for in 43 CFR 1610.4-9 and 1610.5-4 through $-6. 


Issues and Management Concerns. 


The PRMP addresses the planning issucs and management concerns identified by BLM resource 
specialists, representatives of organizations, public interest groups, Indian tribes. and Federal. 
State, and local agencies; and members of the general public. The identified planning issues and 
related management concerns include the following. 


Issues 


Range Management - Rangeland management actions affecting forage allocations have the 
potential for conflict among competing users. Other rangeland issues, such as mparian area 
grazing and watershed management, have the potential for conflict over the use of resources. 
as well as conflict with legal requirements such as those contained mm the Endangered Species 
Act and the Clean Water Act. Related management concerns are Fire Management, Livestock 
Grazing, Noxious Weed Infestations, Rangeland Vegetation Treatment Projects, Upland 
Watershed, Wild Horses and Burros, and Wildlife Habitat 
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Water Related Resource Management - imponant fish habnat for anadromous and rewdent 
fish species found m the Challies Resource Arca ss of concern because of ts biological. 
recreational, tradmonal cultural, and coonorm< valucs. Scarcity of some anadromous fish 
species (Snake River sprng-surmmer chinook salmon, Snake River sackeye salmon. ard Snake 
River stecthead rambow trout) and reudent fish species (bull trout) has resulted m ther listing 
as threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act. Recovery strategies for listed 
species, water quality requirements prescribed by the Clean Water Act. and protection of 
identified beneficial uses may empact future uses of the public lands. These new emphases 
heve the potential to create substantial public concen about the use of a resource value and 
possible cconomic impacts resultemg from comphance with legal requirements Related 
meanagemem concerns include Fisheries, Floodplain Wetland Areas, Minimum Streamflow. 
Riparian Areas, and Water Quality. 


land Tenure and Access - Public and private lands arc imterspersed withun the boundaries 
of the Challis Resource Arca. Geologic landforms m the area. along with the imterspersed 
ownersup patierns, have contributed to unauthorized agricultural and occupancy use. 
Removal of the unauthorized use, land exchanges, or public sales of parcels of land are 
methods sometimes used to resolve unauthonzed use conflicts. In addition, specific parcels 
of public land may be identified for exchange for private parcels containing wmportant resource 
values. Such actions can result m public concern relating to the use or preservation of a 
resource, lows of a resource or environmental valuc. conflict over the use of resources, and 
concern over the imerease or decrease of the public land base. The related management 
concern «s Land Tenure and Access. 


Special Management Areas - Special management designations vary according to the 
resource needs being addressed. Two kinds of special designations are being considered for 
the Challis RA: (1) additional Areas of Critical Environmental Concern needed to address 
critical etk and bighorn sheep habitats, cultura! resources, sensitive plants, and fish habitat 
values, and (2) suitability findings which may result in Congressional designation of Wild, 
Scenic, or Recreational Rivers (as defined by the Wild and Scemic Rivers Act). Designating. 
or not designating, may lead to substantial public concern over the special management of 
these resource values. Related management concerns are Areas of Critical Environmental 
Concern, Wilderness Smdy Areas - Management if Released from Wilderness Review, and 
Wild and Scenic Rivers. 


Additional Management Concerns 


The following additional management concerns .Jentified during the scoping process are also 
discussed in the Challis PRMP/FEIS, im order to provide complete disclosure and analysis of 
resources, programs, and land uses in the Challis Resource Arca: Air Quality. Biological 
Diversity, Cultural Resources, Forest Resources, Hazardous Materials Management, Minerals. 
Off highway Vehicle Use, Paicontological Resources, Recreation Opportunities and Visitor 
Use, Special Status Species, Transportation, Tribal Treaty Rights, and Visual Resources. 
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Developmen of the Proposed RMP 


Development of the Proposed RMP. 


The Challis Draft RMP/EIS described and analyzed five alternatives m detail. including the “no 
action” alternative (cxrsting management). Three additional alicrnatives were conudered during 
Laraft RMP developmem, but clamimated from detailed study. 


During the public comment period on the Draft RMP EIS. the BLM received written comments 
from Federally recogmized tribes, State agencies. various Commutiees, businesses. and orgamza- 
tions, and members of the general public. Based on these written comments and internal BLM 
recommendations, the BLM revised the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) described im the Draft 
RMP. The BLM considered one additional alternative (no timber harvest) during development 
of the PRMP. but eliminated this option from detailed study. 


The BLM made the following changes to the Preferred Alicrnative when developing the Proposed 
RMP: 


¢ Off-highway vehicle use limitations were expanded. m order to reduce the surface disturbance 
and other impacts of off-road vehicle travel on vegetation. soils, wildlife. cultural. fisheries. 
and other resources. The PRMP limits OHV use on the entire Resource Arca to existing roads. 
vehicle ways and trails, unless more restrictive area limitations or closures apply. 


¢ Various decisions were revised to (a) clarify the BL.M's intent, (b) improve the BLM's ability 
to measure and implemen the actions consistently. and (c) provide an overall increase im 
protection of upland, npanan, and aquatic habrtats. 


¢ Emphasis on watershed assessment as a component of integrated resource activity planning 
and site-specific project planning was incorporated as a standard operating procedure. 


Affected Environment. 


This section summarizes the existing condition of the physical, biological, and socioeconomic 
environment in the Challis Resource Arca. 


Geography, Topography, and Climate 


The steep, incised character of principal dr i the RA limits human access and influences 
wildlife and livestock utilization patterns. §. general relict of the area varies from nearly flat 
on the valley floors of mayor drainages to nearly vertical cliffs on the mountains. Elevations range 
from about 4,600 feet to 10,100 feet and growing seasons vary from 60 to 100 days. The climate 
is characterized by abundant sunshine, low humidity, and high evaporation. Average annual 
precipitation ranges from about 7.5 inches (the lowest in idaho) at Challis (elevation 5,200 feet) 
to 25 inches at Jerry Peak (elevation 10,100 feet), with an estimated average of 10 to 15 inches. 
Drought cycles are typical of the Intermountain West, and can affect the growth and vigor of 
plants and animals and limi free water availability from surface water sources such as springs. 
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ctocks, and seeps. Average temperatures range from a high of 63 “F m July to 2 low of 18 ‘F in 
January, with extremes from -33 ‘F to 103 ‘F 


Affected Resources or Programs 


Air Quality: Au quality m the RA «s generally beheved to be excellent Am quality degradation 
occasonally occurs m the RA, but 1 1s usually seasonal, short-term, and localized. 


Areas of Critical Environmental Concern/Research Natural Areas (ACECWRNAs): Engin 
ACECs totalling approxmmately 14.02! acres have been deagnawd im the Challis RA to highlight 
vanous values and resources for management and protechon um@ue plant communities, petn fied 
trees. fragile souls. and a tighorn sheep population. These ACECs include approximately 5,975 
acres of RNAs designated for study of natural, pristine. or umigue characteristics. The ACEC 
values mm all ACECs are m good to exceliemt condition with stable trend. except for the 896-acre 
Thousand Springs ACEC, where the ACEC values are in fair condition with upward trend. The 
Challis PRMP would expand the Thousand Springs ACEC and would designate approximately 
73.916 acres m seven addmonal ACECs. m order to highlight the following resources for 
management and protection umgue plant communities. fragile souls. a geological area of mterest. 
habutat: crucial clk habutat. and umque cultural resources. 


Biological Diversity: (encuc diversity - The Challis RA contams several species or subpopula- 
nons of plants, fish. and wildlife which are ecologically or geographically isolated and lwmited to 
this general area’ These species or subpopulations have a high probability of significant genetic 
difference from other populations. Species diversity - Data on species diversity are limited to 
invemtones of vertebrate animal and vascular plant species communities. Virtually no data on 
imvertebrate animals or nonvascular plants are available. From what is known, species diversity 
appears to be good. and most species have viable populations. Community diversity -The RA 
contains examples of a vanety of biological communities, some with abundant distribution (¢ ¢ . 
sagebrush grasslands), and others with limited distribution (e.g. mparian arcas, wetlands, old 
growth forest, talus slopes. spring sites). Structural diversity ts somewhat limited im the RA. 
except for forest lands. Landscape ecosystem diversity - The steep, rugged mountainous terrain 
and patchy distribution of forested areas armong sagebrush grassland results in significant natural 


Cultural Resources: The Challis RA manages archacological remains, historic values, and 
traditional lifeway values important to Native American groups. BLM lands within the RA 
contain 495 known, recorded cultural resource sites which represent a variety of types and 
chronological penods. These sites document an almost continuous occupation of the RA from at 
least 11,000 years ago to the present. The majority of known sites are considered eligible to be 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and several sites are listed on the 
NRHP. Due to various factors such as wind and water crosion, human and animal intrusion, and 
development and maintenance activities, the trend of cultural site conditions in the RA is 
considered to be downward 
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Federal, state, and private sectors, and revenue derived from the Bingo Hall and Trading Pou 
complex (grocery store, restauram. clothing store, gas station. museum) The Reservation 
ae Se et take crieanimaaie mnie 

and poverty levels for the U.S. idaho. or four surrounding counties. Given the 

level of the majority of people Irving on the Reservation. « 1s possible that resources 
hunted for, fished for, or gathered im the Challis Resource Arca through the exercise of tribal 
treaty mghts be an important or essential component of personal subsistence for tribal 
members in addition to contributing to tribal members’ econormc subsistence. resources from the 
Challis Resource Arca have wnportant social and cultural values to the Tribes. 


business associated with visitors to the area ("ounsm”). and tember Om a regional basin. the two 


study of the area had the following attitudes regarding resource use in 8 community They fel 
that (a) resources have value when they are used by 4 society to meet its wants and needs, (b) 


customary uses (¢ g. land use, water use) are esther assumed to be mghts or have been codified 
as nghts (eg through grazing allotments and water allocations). and (c) the local community 
should be the locus of control for decisions about resource use 
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Fire Vanagement: | we actrv ty due to ether unpianned wildfires of prescribed fire has been low. 
with few acres affected and low fire emcnemes As 2 rewlt. vegetation habuat conditions in the 
RA are thought to have changed over ume Sagebrush denwtes on grassland habuats have 
prohabty mmcreased reduceng forage quantety and quality Fire suppression m forested types 
thought to have changed species Compostoan and mereased ladder fuck. overtacking stand 
decadence. and the rk of enmect dmcase epaderac or stand-replacing fire. 


Fisheries: Rowden wimomd papulanom of rambow trout, westslane cutthroat trout, brook trout. 
bull trout kokanee salmon. and mountamn whetefish are broadly drstributed m the RA. reflect low 
to moderate abundance. and. depending on the stack or population bemg comudered. imdicate 
ether dowrrm ard of relatrvely stable papulanen trends Anadromows fish populates of chinack 
salmon. sackeye salmon. and saecthead ramhow trout reflect low to very low abundance and show 
downward population trends The Snake River sackeye salmon ms Federally lrsted as endangered 
under the Endangered Specees Act. The Snake River spring summer chenook salmon. Snake River 
vtiecthead trowt, and bull trowt arc F cdecrally bnted as threatened under the Endangered Species Act 
The westslape cutthroat trowt. Idaho's State fish. «= managed as a sensitive species Habutat 
condimon ratings for major fisheries streams m the Resource Arca are S0% ~ good, 30% - fair, 
and 20°» - poor Facters currently lemeteng ressdem or anadromous fishenes habrat and 
production om the RA mecbude (a) fivhery lowes through unscreened wrigation diversions, (b) 
dewmermg of stream channels for wngation. (c) mpanan systems winch are m non-functional or 
functronal-at-rrsk condrtran. (d) stream channel alterations. and (¢) siltation 


Foret Resources: torent lands cccupy email. scattered pornonms of the RA and account for only 
7.4% (58.461 acres) of BLM adeemmtered lands. The majority of forest habnat types are low 
timber productivity stes (26 to SO cubac feet acre year), and all commercial forest lands (30.987 
acres) are m areas which mdicate management difficulnes. such as fragile sites. problem 
reforestation sites. or adverse locations As a result, timber harvesting m the RA utilizes 
shelterwood marking prescriptiom: (60°. overstory removal) to promote natural regeneration 
About #5. of forest lands are dominated by pure stands of Douglas-fir, the remaming 15% of 
Ponderosa pene. quaking aspen. and black cottemwand About &S°» of forest lands are comprised 
of stands dominated by sawtember size (10 inches or greater DBM) trees (even structured) im 
varying age Classes (uneven-aged) Oversiory Douglas-fir ranges from 100 to 400 years old. with 
an average of approwmately 200 years An estemated 50» of commercial forest land acres m the 
RA have old growth characterrtics The greatest forest health problem m the RA 1s reduced stand 
vigor because of oversiocking as a result of fire suppression since the carly 1900s. Currently, 
there 1s btthe demand for erther commercial tember or other woodland products from the Challis 
RA. 


Hazardous Materials Management: (Of the | 0 wes recently mvemtoned for the presence of 
hazardous matenals only 2 sites contarned hazardous matenals (outdated pesticide and 
comamunated sor! at an unauthorized dump. old. unstable dynamite at an abandoned mune site) 
Those sites have been cleaned up. No designated Superfund sites are located mm the RA. 
Comamment of hazardous materials on some private lands within the Resource Area boundary 1s 
of concern on some nearby pubhic lands 
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Land Tenure and Acces: The land ownersiup pattern & generally private lands af 
clevanons and along water courses, BLM lands at md-cievanom. US Forest 


leases and patents, various site withdrawals. and casements. Since 1978 only about 1.25! acres 
of BLM public lands have heen acquired a dreposed of through land tenure adjustments 


Livestock Grazing: Abow 97.3% (771.224 acres) of BLM-edminmtered lands m the KA are 
currently allocated for lrvestack grazing Exaghty-four (84) lrvestack operators have permuts to 
graze thew livestock on the 62 allotments m the RA. Most livestock use consets of cow-<calf 
operations grazing during the spring or fall (esther before or after summer grazing on adjacem 
National Forests). Current active preference m= $1,069 AUMs, and actual use averages 43.769 
AUMs per year Rangeland monnonng mdicates management apphed up until 199) did not moet 
cxrsting land use plan objectives to mmprove range condmon Resource Arca-wide. although 
objectives were met on some allotments improved grazing management mmpicmented on | 4 
allotments sence 1993 has resulted m observable mmprovement im resource condimtiom on those 
allotments 


Minerals - Locatable, Salcable, and Leasable: \ocatabic minerals extracted of sdentified wm the 
Current locatable mineral production 1s lumited to the Thompson Creek molybdenum mine and 
a small decorative stone operation Small quantities of saleable minerals (including stream sands 
and gravels, alluvial fan material, talus material) are sold annually to State and county road 
departments and independent contractors There are no known deposits of solid leasable minerals 
in the RA. Except for a few sites with lugh potential, most of the RA is zero oF low potential for 
fluid energy (orl, gas. or geothermal) mineral occurrence 


Paicontological Resources: A few fows\-bearmng localities have been identified m the RA. 
including a site with petrified trees. Given the geologic nature of the RA. the potential for 
discovery of paleomological resources 1s moderate Known paleontological resources are om a 
degraded condmon with downward trend. due to erosional processes. fows:! collecting. and of f- 
highway vehicle damage 


Recreation Opportunities, \ isitor L se, and Off-highway \ chicle Live: (halliy RA public lands 
suppor! numerous recreation uses. including floating. boating. fishing. hunting. camping. hiking. 
biking. cross country skung. and off-mghway vehicle (OHV) use Most of the RA (71%) 8 open 
to OHV use without restriction; only about 2% of the RA is “closed” to OHV use. Over 99% of 
the RA 1s legally accessible to the public for recreational pursuits Recreation resources include 
19 recreation sites, 3} miles of trails, 64 miles of National Scenic Byway, 141,260 acres of 
Wilderness Study Areas, almost !00 mics of floatable nvers, and $0 miles of wildlife viewmg 
routes Most recreation use 1s concentrated within two Special Recreation Management Areas. 
one located along the Salmon River, the other at Mackay Reservow 
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Soils: Soils and soil conditions in the RA vary with local geology, topographic relief, climate, 
and vegetative cover. Most soils are residual - formed in place from weathered sedimentary rock, 
physical properties capable of absorbing nearly all precipitation in the area. However, overland 
flow and sediment transport into streams are pronounced during periods of intense thunderstorms. 
Although vegetation «s sparse in the RA, the productive capacity ranges from 100 pounds per acre 
on rough, broken lands to 3,000 pounds per acre on wet meadows. Surface disturbance on some 
soils types can be sources of accelerated erosion if protective vegetative cover is not maintained. 


Transportation: 718 miles of inventoried roads provide physical access to public, State, and 
private lands throughout the RA. The BLM is responsible for maintaining about 47% of these 
roads. Many BLM roads are in poor condition due to limited maintenance and use during 
saturated soil conditions when the roads are most susceptible to damage. About 63% of BLM 
roads are suitable for two wheel drive vehicles during good weather. Not all BLM roads have 
legal access for public use: 41 easements on 26 roads are needed. Other transportation facilities 
include 3 miles of trails, 2 authorized airstrips, and several boat rarnps. 


~~ 


Tribal Treaty Rights: The Challis RA is entirely comprised of aboriginal and traditional lands 
used by the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes that were negotiated in the “Fort Bridger Treaty” of 1868 
with the Eastern Band Shoshone and Bannock Tribes. As stated in the Treaty and clarified in 
State v. Tinno, the Tribes retain legal rights to hunt, fish. and gather natural resources in the 
Challis RA. The Tribes do not depend on commodity resources from the KA for their economic 
livelihood, but they do rely on BLM public lands for subsistence and cultural purposes. Treaty 
rights in the Challis RA may also extend to other Federally recognized tribes which have treaty 
language providing rights to lands in this area. Tribal treaty nghts pursued on public lands in the 
RA include fishing for anadromous and resident game fish species, hunting large and small game, 
and gathering natural resources for subsistence and medicinal purposes. 


Vegetation: Vegetation in the RA has many uses/demands as a resource: forage for livestock, 
wild horses. and big game: habitat (¢.¢.. cover, nesting areas) for wildlife; watershed and water 
quality protection; recreation/aesthetics (shade, naturalness), and fisheries habitat (e.¢.. nutrient 
input, temperature moderation). At present, these vegetation uses are minimally affected by the 
invasion and spread of noxious weeds (mostly along road corndors). Upland rangeland vegetation 
communities are primarily comprised of bluebunch wheatgrass/big sagebrush. Upland forest 
communities are primarily Douglas-fir. Riparian zones within the RA can generally be identified 
by the existence of mparian-dependent vegetation such as cottonwoods, willows, sedges, and 
rushes. Twenty-seven (27) special status plant species are known to occur within or adjacent to 
the RA, and six more species are suspected to occur. (The Federally endangered plant species Ute 
ladies’-tresses orchid may occur in the RA, although its presence has not been documented to 
date.) Thirty-four (34) additional rare and endemic plant species are known to occur within or 
adjacent to the RA. The uniqueness of vascular flora in the Challis area suggests there may be 
unique non-vascular flora as weil. 


Visual Resources: The visual quality of the RA is very high, due to inherent characteristics of 
the area's landforms, vegetation, and land use patterns, and because there are few visual intrusions. 


8 Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS 


eo fo | 


Affected Environment 


Some land and resource uses lower the visual quality of the RA. including power lines, gravel 
management (VRM) classifies 42% of the RA as VRM Class IV - Modification (which allows 
activities which require major modification of the existing landscape), 21.5% as VRM Class Ill - 
Partial Retention (which allows activities which would partially retain the existing character of the 
landscape), and 36.5% as VRM Class | (Preservation) or VRM Class I! (Retention) (which would 
retain the existing character of the landscape). 


Water Resources: Recent riparian inventories indicate the condition of mparian arcas is 
approximately 35.8% proper functioning condition, 55.7% functional-at-risk, and 8.5% non- 
functional. Ground water in the RA is gencrally believed to be of adequate quantity and good to 
excellent quality, suitable for all uses needed on a RA-wide basis. Surface waters originating on 
supplies, and maintenance of cold water fisheries and habitat. The primary water right claims for 
the BLM are for livestock and wildlife consumption. Most surface water in the RA originates in 
mountainous areas above the principal drainages and is of high quality near its source. However, 
depending on local land use, geology. and ground water discharge, water quality in many tributary 
streams becomes degraded as water travels down the mountains. Watershed crosion susceptibility 
in the RA is 32% low to slight, 40% moderate, and 28% high to severe. 


Wilderness Study Areas: The RA contains seven WSAs totaling 142,260 acres of public lands 
Portions of three WSAs (38,930 acres) were recommended by the BLM to Congress as “suitable” 
for wilderness designation. The values of naturalness, roadlessness, and opportunities for primitive 
and unconfined recreation which qualified the WSAs for designation have remained relatively 
unchanged. Authorized uses in WSAs include livestock grazing, off-highway vehicle use on 
existing roads and trails, and recreation use. 


Wild Horses and Burros: The RA no longer contains a Herd Management Area for wild burros. 
The wild horse herd is managed to maintain 185 animals, with round-ups every other year to 
reduce the population to that level. The wild horse herd appears healthy and viable. with average 
herd size increases of 17% annually. Horses gathered during round-up are generally adopted quite 
readily under the BLM's “Adopt-a-Horse” program. 


Wildlife: Populations of elk, mule deer. and antelope are generally stable and sufficiently 
abundant to be controlled by hunter harvest. Historically, bighorn sheep were abundant 
throughout most of the RA; however, settlement resulted in severe population decline and 
complete loss of some populations. The Idaho Department of Fish and Game has reintroduced 
bighorn sheep to some of their historic ranges and has plans for more reintroductions in the future. 
Various upland game species are present in the RA, including sage grouse, blue grouse, chukar 
partridge, mourning doves, and cottontail and pygmy rabbits. The most common waterfow! 
long-billed curlews, and others. Several mparian/wetland habitats in the RA provide habitat for 
waterfowl and shorebirds. Approximately 307 species of vertebrate non-game, furbearing, and 
predatory wildlife species inhabit the RA. Raptors include golden cagles, prairie falcons, red-tail 
hawks, goshawks, Cooper's hawks, sharp-shinned hawks, owls, and osprey. Predators/furbearers 
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include the black bear, mountain hon. coyote, red fox, and bobcat. Three Federally listed 
threatened or endangered species are present in the RA (peregrine falcon. gray wolf, and bald 
cagie). One species proposed for listing as threatened is present in the RA (Canada lynx). 
Thirty-seven (37) species of terrestrial wildlife (mammals, birds. and amphibians) listed as 
“sensitive” are known to be present in the RA. 


Wild and Scenic Rivers: To date. no wild. scenic, or recreational rivers have been designated 
within the Challis RA. The Challis RA has completed a Wild and Scenic Rivers inventory of 201 
river segments, to determine their eligibility for potential inclusion in the National Wild and 
Scemc River System. Fifty-seven (57) nvers were found cligible for further study. Identified 
outstandingly remarkable values include the following resources values: cultural. scenic. 
recreational, ecological, geological. wildlife. fisheries, other. The Challis Draft RMP/EIS 
summarizes the BLM’s suitability study of these eligible segments, and the Challis PRMP/FEIS 


presents the BLM’'s proposed suitability findings. 
Environmental Consequences. 


The BLM’s analysts of impacts indicates Proposed RMP decisions would have the following 
impacts on rcsources and land uses in the Challis Resource Arca: 


¢ Resource Values Maintained: PRMP decisions would maimtain the following resource values 
which are already tn good condition: ai quality, visual quality: umique resource values on 
approximately 14.290 acres of existing Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs); 
primitive values im suitable portions of the Jerry Peak and Burm Creek WSAs, if released 
from wilderness review. and wild horse populations. 


* Protection of Resource Values Increased: PRMP decisions would mecrease the level of 


consideration and protection provided to known and possible cultural and paleontological 
resources, biological diversity, special status species. visual resources. umigue resource values 
on about 73.916 acres of new ACECs, and Wild and Scenic Rivers values on 15 segments 
identified as eligible for further study or suitable for designation. 


¢ Resource Conditions Improved: "RMP decisions would improve degraded and maintain 
satisfactory condition riparian and aquatic habitats, with resulting benefits to riparian soils. 
water quality, fishenes habitat, and riparian-dependent wildlife species. PRMP decisions 
would also improve the condition of upland vegetation communities, with beneficial impacts 
to soils, upland watersheds, most wildlife habuats, and wild horse habitat within the Herd 
Management Area. Decisions related to forest resource manageinent would improve long term 
sustained productivity and forest health on most sites. Developed recreation opportunities 
would improve, as would the quality of primitive recreation expenences. 


¢ Social and Economic Impacts: The availability and quality of trust resources of importance 
to Federally recognized tribes would improve. The Fort Hall Indian Reservation’s economy 
and society may be positively affected by mecreased opportunity for tribal members to utilize 
resources to provide for personal subsistenc’, to obtain raw materials (to make value-added 
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Environmental Consequences 


products) and to fulfill cultural needs. Within the Custer-Lemhi counties’ cconomy. 
reductions im some resource and land uses would. over the long term. improve and sustain the 
condition of resources which suppor activites related to the regional economy and socicty. 
Although the estimated quantitative impacts to the Custer-Lemhi counties’ economy would 
not be significant (less than 1%» decrease in sales. carnings. and population). the impacts to 
individual livestock permittees and subregions dependent on agnculture could be greater. 
depending on the resource values and conditons within a given allotment. 


© Land Uses Reduced: Off-highway vehicle use limitations would essentially eliminate off-road 
vehicle travel throughout the Resource Area. PRMP decisions may result in up to a 25% 
decrease in estimated annual livestock use, depending on permitices’ cfforts to manage 
livestock use and distribution. Restrictions on mincral materials sales may limit the 
availability of new. easily accessible and low cost mincral material sites to meet public 
demand. 


¢ Residual (Unmitigated) Resource Impacts: The analysis of environmental consequences 
indicates that cultural resources loss, disturbance. or damage may still occur in localized areas. 
due to (a) unauthorized collection and vandalism. or (b) land salestransfers or surface 
disturbing activities on sites which were not identified during Class III intensive inventones. 
Some surface disturbing activities, such as road construction or campground development, 
would cause an irreversible and irretrievable commitment of the soil resource on a localized 
basis. Primitive values may decline in some portions of WSAs. if released from wilderness 
review; this loss of values may be irreversible and irretrievable. 


Comparison of the Proposed RMP and the Preferred Alternative. 


The Proposed RMP is very similar to the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) described and 
analyzed in the Draft RMP/EIS. However, the PRMP increases the level of protection to aquatic, 
riparian, and upland resources by limiting off-highway vehicle use to existing roads, vehicle ways. 
and trails throughout the Resource Area. The PRMP also clarifies numerous decisions, and 
thereby improves the BLM’s ability to implement effective management in order to address 
resource concerns and improve resource conditions. Finally, the PRMP includes an emphasis on 
integrated resource activity planning and watershed assessment, in order to ensure that individual 
project proposals are considered within the context of broader landscapes. As a result of these 
modifications to the Preferred Alternative, the BLM believes the Proposed RMP would more 
rapidly and effectively improve resource conditions, while still providing for consumptive resource 
uses such as timber harvest, minerals exploration and development, and livestock grazing. 
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Resource Management Plan Description and Implementation 


Resource Management Plan Description and Implementation. 


This document contains a Proposed Resource Management Plan (Proposed RMP or PRMP) for 
managing public lands within the Challis Resource Area, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in 
idaho, and a Final Environmemal Impact Statement (FEIS) which analyzes the impacts of 
implementing the Proposed RMP. The PRMP/FEIS is based on the Preferred Alternative 
(Alternative 2) described in the Challis Draft RMP/EIS (USDI - BLM. May 1996), as modified 
in response to public and tribal comments and internal BLM recommendations. The PRMP/FEIS 
incorporates the Draft RMP/EIS by reference and should be used in conjunction with that 
document. 


A Reoource Management Plan (RMP) is a document which contains a set of comprehensive 
decisions concerning the use and manageinent of the BLM-admuinistered resources in a specific 
geographic area during the 15 to 20 year expected life of the RMP. The decisions recommended 
in this Proposed RMP are based upon approved planning criteria (Challis Draft RMP/EIS. pp. 11- 
12) and adhere to BLM planning regulations (43 CFR 1600) am! National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) implementing regulations (40 CFR 1500). Three types of decisions are described in 
the Challis Proposed RMP: 


1) resource condition objectives - the desired state the BLM would like to achieve for 
ecological conditions and social/economic values affected by BLM management activities 
and resource decisions: 


2) tand use allocations - the allowabic. limited, or excluded uses for an arca and the terms 
and conditions of such use; and 


3) management actions and direction - the specific actions the BLM would take to achieve 
resource condition objectives, land use allocations, or other program or multiple use 
goals. 


The Challis RMP would apply to approximately 792,567 acres of public lands administered by 
the Challis Resource Area, Upper Columbia - Salmon Clearwater Districts, BLM within Lembhi 
and Custer counties (see Map 24: General Location). The Challis Resource Area (RA) 
commences on the north at approximately the Hat Creck drainage, and extends southward to 
include the public lands in the Pahsimeroi Val!cy, the Big Lost River Valley to Mackay, and the 
Main and East Fork Salmon River valleys. The planning area is bor Jered almost exclusively by 
National Forest system lands. 


The Challis RMP would be implemented following Plan approval and signing of a Record of 
Decision. RMP implementation would occur according to an implementation plan developed 
following signature of the Record of Decision. Some RMP decisions would require immediate 
action and be implemented upon signature of the Record of Decision for the approved RMP/FEIS. 
Other Plan decisions would not require immediate action, but are identified for implementation 
sometime during the life of the RMP (approximately 15 to 20 years). Still other Plan decisions 
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would require action only when (and if) an activity is imitiated externally. The approved RMP 
would be monnored and evaluated on an on-yoing basis im . rdcr to determine the effectiveness 
of the RMP and the need for mamtenance, amendment, or revision as provided for in 43 CFR 
1610.4-9 and 1610.5-4 through $-6. 


Purpose of and Need for Action. 


The purpose of the Challis Resource Management Plan and accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement (RMP/EIS) is to identify resource condition objectives, land use allocations, and 
management actions and direction necessary to guide resource management on a long term, 
sustainabic basis. The RMP is imtended to fulfill requirements of Section 202 of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 19/6. which specifies the need for a comprehensive 
land use plan consistent with multiple-use and sustained yield objectives. The RMP/EIS is also 
intended to fulfill National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements to disclose and 
address environmental impacts of proposed mayor Federal actions through a public participation 
process and cooperation with other agencies. 


The Challis RMP is an administrative action which applies to a specified management area, and 
18 a general management plan rather than a site-specific proposal. It is expected to guide resource 
management in the Challis Resource Arca during the next 15 to 20 years. The Challis RMP will 
replace the BLM's existing land management guidance for the Challis Resource Area contained 
in the Ellis-Pahsimeroi Management Framework Plan (MFP) (1982), the Challis MFP (1979), and 
the Mackay MFP (1983). The Challis RMP will also amend the portions of the Little Lost-Birch 
Creck MFP (1981) pertaming to management of public lands in the Donkey Hills Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern (ACEC) which he within the boundaries of the Big Butte Resource Area. 
The Challis RMP may alter decisions or directions contained in other existing BLM decision 
documents. 


Planning Record. 


The Planning Record for the Challis RMP/EIS contains information pertinent to the planning 
process, such as documents used to develop the Challis RMP, the Notice of Intent, public and 
tribal response to scoping and the Draft RMP/EIS; planning criteria approval, records of public 
meetings, consultation and coordination efforts; and analysts of the management situation (except 
proprietary information). The Planning Record for the Challis RMP/EIS is available for public 
review at the Salmon Field Office - BLM, Highway 93 South, Salmon, Idaho. 
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Preparers. 


The Challis PRMP/FEIS was prepared by an interdisciplinary team (1D team) whose members 
differed somewhat from the ID team who prepared the Challis Draft RMP/EIS (sce Draft 
RMPYEIS, pp. 342-344). A “core team” had primary responsibility for preparing the PRMP/FEIS 
and was assisted by other members of the ID team. Table /-/: List of Preparers specifies the 1D 
team members who participated m preparation of the Challis PRMP’FEIS. 


Three BLM employees provided illustranons for the PRMP/FEIS. Steve Wright. archacologist 
with the Lemhi Resource Area, Salmon Field Office, prepared the illustrations on the Proposed 
RMP divider page (“multiple use™), page 106 (aquatic, riparian, and upland habitat areas), p. 207 
(wickiup), p. 295 (spotted knapweed, leafy spurge), and p. 347 (lady's shoe). Eva Tesec, visual 
arts specialist with the Idaho State Office - BLM, prepared the illustrations on p. 324 (bald cagic). 
p. 607 (stecthead trout), and p. 631 (westslope cutthroat trout). Glenn Elzinga. forester for the 
Lembhi and Challis Resource Areas, provided the il!ustration of wavy leaf thelypody on page 279. 


Anna Owsiak of Salmon, idaho is credited with taking the bignorn sheep photo on page 119 and 
the clk photo on page 277. 


Table 1-1: List of Preparers 
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Corrections to the Challis Draft RMP/EIS. 


This section lists corrections to the Challis Draft RMP'EIS (USD! - BLM. May 1996), all 
Volume, Chapter, and page number references correspond to the Draft RMP'EIS. This list should 
be consdered an errata sheet to the Draft RMP'EIS) When appropriate, these correchons are also 
incorporated in the PRMP FEIS. 


Volume | 


Chaptcr | 


pp. 14-16 Table |-! madvenently ometed reference to the following documents whach were used 
to prepare the Draft RMPEIS: 


“Other Agencies’ Plans”: 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the Salmon National Forest (1988) 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the Challis National Forest (1989) 
"MOU's, Agreements...” 
Procedures for Consultanon, Cooperation, and Coordination m Matters Relating to 
Allotment Management Planning (BLM - Idaho and Idaho Dept of Agnculture. 
April 1989) 
idaho State BLM Exchange Strategy - Direction for a Long-term Cooperative Exchange 
Program (BLM - idaho Dept. of Lands; August 1987) 
Chapter 3 


p. 80: Im the first sentence, the date for the most recent Timber Production Capability 
Classification inventory should read “1984.” The correct spelling of the scientific name for 
Douglas-fir stated im the third line of the “Forest Communities” subsection is “Poeudoteugs 
menziesii” 


p. 81: The date of the source for Table 3-4 should be the 1984 Timber Production Capability 
Classificanon inventory. The correct spelling of the scientific name for mountain snowberry stated 
m the second-to-last-lune 1s "Symphoricg’ pos oreaphilus ~ 


p. 91: The sixth sentence in paragraph | lists an incorrect CFR citation for obtaining public 
aceess. The citation should read “43 CFR 2130" 


p. 125: The correct legal description for the first entry in Table 3.20 (Road Creek « Road #1902) 
is TIN, RQOE. Sections | and 12. 


p. 147: On the second line the word “dormunant” should be “dominate.” 
p. 163: Table 3-35 contained an error in how the number of elk were listed. An estimated 350 


to 1,550 elk are on public lands from 5/1 to 11/30, and 3,150 to 6,100 efk are on public lands 
from 12/1 to 4/30. 
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p. 172: in Table 3-36 under “Category 2 Candidate.” the species listed as “North Amencan lynx” 
should be named “Canada tynx.” 


p. 174: In the first semence of paragraph one, Marco Crock (EF-28) was incorrectly listed as an 
cligible stream. Marco Crock is not free-flowing, and is therefore not cligible as a Wild and 
Scemec River (Challis Resource Arca National Wild and Scemc Rivers Eligibility Report, March 
1993, p. 19). The umber of cligible segments should be “five” and the phrase “(Marco Crock 
(EF -28).” showld be deleted. 


p. 17S: Table 3-37 moorrectly fetes “EF-28 Marco Creck” under the column heading “East Fork 
Salmon R. Dramage” - Marco Creck is not an cligible stream (delete this entry). 


Chapter 4 
p. 184a, Alternative 2, #11: The word “cottonwood” should be hyphenated “cottion-wood.” 


p. 18Sa, Alternative 2, #14. The acreage showld be "28.426" acres, not "228.826" acres. 


p. 202a. Alternative 2, #19 The correct mileage for the physical road closure of the Devil's 
Camyon Road ts | 2 mule. not one mile (sce Volume 2, Managernent Concern Cultural Resource 
Managemem, Goal |, #13, Alternative 2. p. 437a) 


p. 220b, Alternative 5, #24. The cross reference m parentheses should read “isce Roads and 
Tramsportanon, #19 above)” 


p. 244a, Alternative 2, #2 and 5: These analysis statements showld be revised to say that no 
surface occupancy stypulations would apply to anadromous fish and bull troy! warersheds (see 
Vobume 2, Management Concern Onl, Gas. Geothermal, Leasable and Saleable Mimerals, Goal |, 
#7, Ahernative 2. p. 422a) 


p. 246a, Alternative 2. #11: The analysts showld be revised to say that suitable WSAs released 
from wriderness review would be recommended for w» drawal from locatable mineral entry (we 
Volurne 2. Management Concern Onl, Gas, Geothermal, Leasable and Saleable Menerals. Goal }. 
#3, Alternative 2. p. 424a). 


p 253 Table 4-18 showld be revised as follows. to be consistent with corrections to Management 
Concern Oil, Gas, Geothermal, Leasable and Salestble Minerals, Gaal |, #4, Goal 2. #6, and Goal 
3, #3 (see Volume 2 corrections below, pp. 42)a, 4230, and 4240) Under “Oil, Gas, 
Geothermal” closures, add “WSAs - | 40.260 acres - all alternatrves” and revise the acreage totals, 
under “Non-energy Leasng” add “WSAs 140.260 acres - all ahernatrves” and revise the acreage 
totals, under “Lacatable Minerale” replace WSAs - 140,260 acres with "0" acres, all alternatives, 
and revise the acreage totals 
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Chapter 5 


p. 343: Table 5-1 - the related experience discussion for Frank Bird should be corrected to read 
“OR/WY AK Fish & Game” rather than “OR/WAID Fish & Game” 


Volume 2 


p. 384a'b, #13, Alternatives |-5: The reader should be referred to the riparian area management 
described in Management Concern: Oil, Gas... Goal 2, #8. rather than Goal 2, #9 (see p. 424a). 


p. 394a, Lake Creck (EF-13) Add fisheries as an OR value. 


p. 394a'b, Alternatives 1-5, Marco Creck (EF-28): Delete these decisions, since Marco Crock is 
not free-flowwng and 1s therefore not an eligible nver 


p. 402b, #3, Alternative 5: Alternative 5 management should be revised to say “The Malm 
Guich/Germer Basin ACEC would be closed to OHV use.” to be consistent with Management 
Concern: Off-highway Vehicle Use, Goal 1, #2, p. 433». 


pp. 404a'b, Summit Creek ACEC, #2: To be consistent with Management Concern: Off-highway 
Vehicle Use, Goal |, #2 (pp. 433a/b), Alternative 2 showld read: “Motorized travel would be 
restricted to the Howe-May Road and the areca south of the existing campground road.” 
Alternative 3} should read “Motonzed travel would be restricted to the Howe-May Road.” and 
Alternative 5 should read: “Same as Alternative 3.” 


p. 414, #10, Alternative 2: The word “seedings” should be replaced with the word “seedlings “ 


p. 44a, Alternative |, #14: Existing management should be described as “Firewood cutting 
permits would be msued ~ 


p. 42lab, Alternatives 1-5, Goal |, #4: The first sentence in parentheses should be corrected to 
read “Currently, all WSAs are closed to ofl, gas. and geothermal leasing “ 


p. 42.30%, Alternatives 1-5, Goal 2, #6: Revise the semence in parentheses to read: “Currently, 
all WSAs are closed to non-cnergy minerals leasing.” Alternative 2 revise to say “.. nonsuitable 
WSAs would be anened to non-energy monerals leasing, subject to standard stipulations.” 


p. 424a>, Alternatives |-5, Goal 3, #3: Revise the sentence in parentheses to read: “Currently, 
all WSAs are open to locatable mineral entry, subject to restrictions defined in the Interim 
Management Policy and Guideline: for Lands Under Wilderness Review (BLM 1995: 36-38)...” 


p. 4330: #1, Alternatives | and 5: The beginning of the first sentence should be corrected to 
read “Except for the specific areas listed in #2 through 10 and #12 below...” 
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p. 433b, #2: Correct Alternatives |, 2, 3, and 5 as stated below, to be consistent with 
management stated elsewhere in the Draft RMP (Volume 2): 


Alternative |; Add the following OHV management for existing ACECs: “The Antelope 
Flat, Cronk's Canyon, East Fork Salmon River Bench, Peck's Canyon, and Thousand Springs 
ACECs would be open to motorized vehicle use. Motorized vehicle use in the Lake Creek 
ACEC would be limited to existing roads and vehicle ways. Motorized vehicle travel in the 
Summit Creek ACEC would be limited to the existing Howe-May road, the Summit Creek 
campground, and areas outside the exclosure.” 


Alternative 2; Add the following: “In the Herd Creek Watershed ACEC, the existing trail 
above Herd Lake would be closed to all motorized vehicle use. In the remainder of the area, 
motorized vehicle use would be limited to existing roads and vehicle ways.” 


Alternative 3; Strike the action as written. Alternative 3 should read as follows: “Same as 
Alternative 2, except (a) the Birch Creek ACEC would not be designated; the Birch Creek 
area would be open to motorized vehicle use yearlong; (b) in the Herd Creck Watershed 
ACEC the existing trail above Herd Lake would be maintained for motorized vehicle use if 
the suitable portions of the Jerry Peak WSA are released from wilderness review, and (c) 
motorized travel in the Summit Creek ACEC would be restricted to the Howe-May road.” 


Alternative 5; Add “1) Antelope Flat ACEC” to the list of ACECs which would be closed 
to OHV use. Also add “In the Herd Creek Watershed ACEC, the existing trail above Herd 
Lake would be closed to all motorized vehicle use. In the remainder of the area, motorized 
vehicle use would be limited to existing roads and vehicle ways.” 


p. 435, #9, Alternative 5: add reference to the Malm Guich/Germer Basin ACEC as follows: “... 
which overlap areas closed to OHV use (Malm Guich’Germer Basin, Pennal Gulch, and Birch 
Creek ACECs) would be “closed” to OHV use.” 

p. 496 (Attachment 15): In (c), “90% angle” should be corrected to read “90 degree angle.” 


p. 502 (Attachment 20): In the third sentence describing level 4 maintenance, “double land” 
should be corrected to read “double lane.” 


Volume 3 
Appendices 
pp. 544-545: Revise the acreage tor three allotmenis to read as follows: Warm Springs Allotment 


- 60,173 acres; San Felipe Allotment - 81,600 acres; and Thousand Springs Allotment - 5,670 
acres. 
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Corrections to the Challis Draft RMP/EIS 


p. 598: The correct spelling for the author listed as “Meyers, L.H.” (two bibliographic citations) 
is “Myers, L.H.” 


Map 4 (ACECs - Alternative |): Omits a 53-acre tract of public land in the Thousand Springs 
ACEC on the south side of the Trail Creek Road. This error was not corrected in the PRMP/FEIS 
on Map 3-1: Existing ACECs, because the tract would be difficult to view on that scale of map 
due to its size and location. 


Map 33 - OHV Use, Alternative 5: The entire Malm Guich’/Germer Basin ACEC (see Map 7) 
should be cross-hatched as “closed.” (The portion of the ACEC within the Upper Salmon River 
SRMA is incorrectly shaded as “limited to existing roads and vehicle ways yearlong.) (See Draft 
RMP. p. 433b, Alternative 5, #2.) 


Map H: Does not reflect updated range condition data for the San Felipe and Warm Springs 
Allotments which were displayed in Table 3-10 and Appendix F (see PRMP,. Map F: Range 
Condition). Note: Map F in the PRMP reflects this more recent range condition data. 


Map K: The suitability classification of Big Lost River “A” (BL-17) should be labeled as 
“Scenic,” rather than “Recreational” (see PRMP, Map H: Wild and Scenic River Suitability 
Findings). 
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Proposed RMP Development 


Proposed RMP Development. 


BLM resource specialists; representatives of organizations, public interest groups, Indian tribes, 
and Federal, State, and local agencies, and members of the general public identified the following 
planning issues and management concerns during scoping for the Challis RMP/EIS: 


Range Management - Rangeland management actions affecting forage allocations have the 
potential for conflict among competing users. Other rangeland issues, such as riparian area 
grazing and watershed management, have the potential for conflict over the use of resources, 
as well as conflict with legal requirements such as those contained in the Endangered Species 
Act and the Clean Water Act. Related management concerns are Fire Management, Livestock 
Grazing, Noxious Weed Infestations, Rangeland Vegetation Treatment Projects, Upland 
Watershed, Wild Horses and Burros, and Wildlife Habitat. 


Water Related Resource Management - Important fish habitat for anadromous and resident 
fish species found in the Challis Resource Area is of concern because of its biological. 
recreational, traditional cultural, and economic values. Scarcity of some anadromous fish 
species (Snake River spring-summer chinook salmon, Snake River sockeye salmon, and Snake 
River stecthead rainbow trout) and resident fish species (bull trout) has resulted in their listing 
as threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act. Recovery strategies for listed 
species, water quality requirements prescribed by the Clean Water Act, and protection of 
identified beneficial uses may impact future uses of the public lands. These new emphases 
have the potential to create substantial public concern about the use of a resource value and 
possible economic impacts resulting from compliance with legal requirements. Related 
management concerns include Fisheries, Floodplain/Wetland Areas, Minimum Streamflow. 
Riparian Areas, and Water Quality. 


Land Tenure and Access - Public and private lands are interspersed within the boundaries 
of the Challis Resource Area. Geologic landforms in the area, along with the interspersed 
ownership patterns, have contributed to unauthorized agricultural and occupancy use 
Removal of the unauthorized use, land exchanges, or public sales of parcels of land are 
methods sometimes used to resolve unauthorized use conflicts. In addition, specific parcels 
of public land may be identified for exchange for private parcels containing important resource 
values. Such actions can result in public concern relating to the use or preservation of a 
resource, loss of a resource or environmental value, conflict over the use of resources, and 
concern over the increase or decrease of the public land base. The related management 
concern is Land Tenure and Access. 


Special Management Areas - Special management designations vary according to the 
resource needs being addressed. Two kinds of special designations are being considered for 
the Challis RA: (1) additional Areas of Critical Environmental Concern needed to address 
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values; and (2) suitability findings which may result in Congressional designation of Wild, 
Scenic, or Recreational Rivers (as defined by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act). Designating. 
or not designating, may lead to substantial public concern over the special management of 
these resource values. Related management concerns are Areas of Critical Environmental 
Concern, Wilderness Study Areas - Management if Released from Wildernes« Review, and 
Wild and Scenic Rivers. 


Additional Management Concerns 


discussed in the Challis PRMP/FEIS, in order to provide complete disclosure and analysis of 
resources, programs, and land uses in the Challis Resource Area: Air Quality, Biological 
Diversity, Cultural Resources, Forest Resources, Hazardous Materials Management, Minerals. 
Off-highway Vehicle Use. Paleontological Resources, Recreation Opportunities and Visitor 
Use. Special Status Species, Transportation, Tribal Treaty Rights, and Visual Resources. 


The Challis Draft RMP/EIS described and analyzed five alternative Resource Management Plans 
(including the option of no action) which addressed the identified planning issues and management 
concems (sce Draft RMP’EIS, Volume 2). Three additional alternatives were considered during 
Draft RMP development, but eliminated from detailed study (see Drafi RMP/EIS, p. 23). 


During the public comment period for the Draft RMP/EIS, the BLM received written comments 
from Federally recogmized tribes. State agencies, various Committees, businesses, and organiza- 
tions, and members of the general public (see PRMP’/FEIS, Volume 2, Chapter 5). Based on these 
written comments and internal BLM recommendations. the BLM revised the Preferred Alternative 
(Alternative 2) described in the Draft RMP/EIS. The BLM considered one additional alternative 
(no timber harvest) during development of the PRMP, but eliminated this option from detailed 
study, 


The BLM made the following changes to the Preferred Alternative when developing the Proposed 
RMP: 


¢ Off-highway vehicle use limitations were expanded, in order to reduce the surface disturbance 
and other impacts of uff-road vehicle travel on vegetation, soils, wildlife, cultural, fisheries, 
and other resources. The PRMP limits OHV use on the entire Resource Area to existing roads, 
vehicle ways and trails, unless more restrictive area limitations or closures apply. 


* Various decisions were revised to (a) clarify the BLM's intent, (b) improve the BLM's ability 
to measure and implement the actions consistently, and (c) provide an overall increase in 
protection of upland, mparian, and aquatic habitats. 

* Emphasis on watershed assessment as a component of integrated resource activity planning 
and site-specific project planning was incorporated as a standard operating procedure. 
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Amendment of the Linie Lost - Birch Creek MFP 


Amendment of the Little Lost - Birch Creek MFP. 


The Challis Proposed RMP proposes to designate approximately 4,714 acres managed by the Big 
Butte Resource Arca - BLM as part of the Donkey Hills Arca of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACEC). ACEC designation can only be pursued during the land use planning process. and 
proposed designations must be evaluated through an environmental impact statement (EIS). For 
this reason, the Challis PRMP/FEIS discusses (1) how proposed designation of the Donkey Hills 
ACEC would amend the current land use plan for the 4,714-acre affected area; and (2) the 
expected environmental consequences of ACEC designation in the affected area. 


The acreage proposed as part of the Donkey Hills ACEC lies adjacent to the Challis Resource 
Area in TION, R2SE (see Map 4: ACECs - General Location and Map & ACECs - Summit Creek 
ACEC/RNA and Donkey Hills ACEC). The resources and land uses on these 4,714 acre: are 
presently managed according to the Little Lost-Birch Creck Management Framework Plan (MFP) 
(USDI-BLM June, 1981). If designated as an ACEC, the 4,714-acre portion of the Big Butte RA 
would continue to be managed according to the Little Lost-Birch Creck MFP, excepr the decisions 
stated in the PRMP, ACECs - Donkey Hills ACEC, #6-12. pp. 32-33 would amend the Little 
Lost-Birch Creek MFP. 


Affected Environment: Several resources are present and several land uses are allowed within 
the proposed ACEC designation area in the Big Butte Resource Area. According to information 
provided by the Big Butte Resource Areca (USDI-BLM January 29, 1996), the Donkey Hills area 
is crucial big game winter range. Logging im the Donkey Hills area 1s deferred, because helicopter 
logging 1s currently not economically feasible and conventional logging methods would produce 
adverse impacts on the steep terrain. The affected area contains approximately 886 acres of 
productive forest land; the principal tree species is Douglas-fir. Most of the forest land is on 
slopes ranging from 40 tw 60 percent. which limits logging opportunites by conventional methods 
(Lowe; personal communication March |. 1996, and memorandum March 5, 1996). Livestock 
grazing is permitted in the area, but livestock use i light because of slope considerations and a 
lack of water. The arc. is open to off-highway vehicle use yearlong: however. OHV use in the 
area is light and only about half of OHV visits in the area are for off-road use (Boggs, personal 
communication, February |, 1996). The area is open to minerais exploranon and development. 
but minerals potential is low (Horsburgh, personal communication, Feb. 15, 1996). Fire 
suppression strategy 1s to aggressively suppress all wildfires (Martin. G personal communication. 
Feb. 16, 1996). Land exchanges to acquire State-owned sections im the Little Lost Valley are a 
priority. 


Environmental Consequences: Designating the ACEC for elk habrtat values would ensure that 
cl} habitat values are a priority consideration in land use decisions. Changing the OHV use 
designanon from “open” yearlong to a seasonal (winter) closure and yearlong limratnon to ex_ting 
roads and vehicle ways would have the impacts stated below, however these impacts are likely 
to be minor, since the area has historically received very little off-:oad or on-road vehicle use. 


(a) Seasonal OHV use limitations would reduce the potcntial jor disturbance of wimernng tng 
game animals and adverse effects from stress. 
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(b) Seasonal and yearlung OHV limitations may affect OHV use for recreational purposes and 
OH use to access public lands for forest management, livestock management, and mincrals 
exploration and development. 


No other impacts to livestock management or minerals exploration and development would be 
expected. Logging im the Big Butte portion of the ACEC would continue to be deferred. Should 
big game cover valucs, but put some constraints on harvest methods. Continued livestock use 
should not conflict with the maintenance of ACEC values, since livestock use is light. Full 
suppression of wildfires and general guidance for wildfire suppression tactics would help ensure 
maimtcnance of forage and cover valucs on big game winter habitat. 


Comparison of the Proposed RMP and Preferred Alternative. 


The Proposed RMP is very similar to the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) described and 
analyzed m the Draft RMP'EIS. However. the PRMP increases the level of protection to aquatic, 
npanan. and upland resources by lumeting off-tmghway vehicle use to existing roads. vehicle ways. 
and trails throughout the Resource Arca. The PRMP also clarifies numerous decisions, and 
thereby improves the BLM’"s ability to implement effective management in order to address 
resource concems and umprove resource conditions Finally. the PRMP includes an emphasis on 
imtegrated resource activity planning and watershed assessment, im order to ensure that individual 
proyect proposals are considered within the context of broader landscapes. As a result of these 
modifications to the Preferred Alternative, the BLM believes the Proposed RMP would more 
rapidly and cflectively improve resource conditions, while still providing for consumptive resource 
uses such as tember harvest, minerals exploration and development, and livestock grazing. 


The followr@ paragraphs summanze the environmemal consequences of implementing the 
Proposed RMP = These impacts may be compared with the Summary of Environmental 
(Consequences and Comparson of Alternatives stated in the Draft RMP/EIS (see Draft RMP'EIS, 
pp. 25-42) 


The BLM's analyser of unpacts indicates Proposed RMP decisions would have the following 
mmpacts on resources and land uses mm the Challis Resource Area 


* Resource ' alucs Maintained: PRMP decrmons would mamta the following resource values 
which are already m good condition Aw quality. visual quality, umque resource values on 
approxmmately 14.290 acres of existing Arcas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). 
primutive values im suitable portions of the Jerry Peak and Burnt Creck WSAs, if released 


+ Protection of Resource Values Increased: PRMP decisions would increase the level of 
consideration and protection provided to known and possible cultural and paleontological 
resources. brological diversity. special status species, visual resources, unique resource values 
on about 73.916 acres of new ACECs, and Wild and Scenic Rivers values on 15 segments 
identi fred as cligible few further study or surtable for designation 
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Comparison of the Proposed RMP and Preferred Alternative 


¢ Resource Conditions Improved: PRMP decisons would unprove degraded and martam 
Bten sienhen onl ; ate eat ion beneiite to cinesten calle. 
pomp - fisl on “_ sa theo Lop , yy. emeaP des a 
to soils, upland watersheds, most wildlife habitats, and wild horse habitat within the Herd 
Management Area Dectsions related to forest resource management would :myrove long term 
sustained productivity and forest health on most sites. Developed recreation opportunites 
would improve, as would the quality of primitive recreation experences. 


¢ Svwcial and Economic Impacts: The availability and quality of trust resources of wmportance 
to Federally recognized tribes would improve. The Fort Hall Indian Reservation’s economy 
and society may be positively affected by increased opportunity for iribal members to utilize 
resources to provide for personal subsistence, to obtain raw materials (to make value-added 
products) and to fulfill cultural needs. Within the Custer-Lemhi counties’ economy, 
reductions in some resource and land uses would, over the long term. improve and sustam the 
condition of resources which support activities related to the regyonal economy and society. 
Although the estimated quantitative impacts to the Custer-Lemhi counties’ economy would 
not be significant (less than 1% decrease in sales, earnings, and population), the impacts to 
individual livestock permittees and subregions dependent on agriculture could be greater. 
depending on the resource values and conditions within a given allotment. 


vehicle travel throughout the Resource Arca. PRMP decisions may result im up to a 25% 
decrease im estimated annual livestock use, depending on permittees’ efforts to manage 
availability of new, easily accessible and low cost mineral material sites to meet public 
demand 


¢ Residual (Unmitigated) Resource Impacts: The analysis of environmental consequences 
indicates that cultural resources loss, disturbance, or damage may still occur m localized areas. 
due to (a) unauthorized collection and vandalism, or (b) land salestransfers or surface 
disturbing activities on sites which were not identified during Class III imtensive mventones. 
Some surface disturbing activines, such as road construction or campground development, 
would cause an irre, crsible and irretnevable commitment of the sot! reseurce on a localized 
basis. Primitive values may decline in some portions of WSAs, if released from wilderness 
review, this loss of values may be irreversible and irretrievabie. 


Challis Proposed Resource Management Plan. 


The following two sections contain the Chellis Proposed Resource Managemen Plan and 
Attachments. The PRMP identifies the BLM’'s proposed resource condition objectives, land use 
allocations, and management actions and direction for guiding resource management of public 
lands within the Challis Resource Arca during the next 15 to 20 years. 
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Air Quality 
Geal 1: Prevem detenoranon of as quality by BLM authonzed acnons withun the Challrs Resource Area (RA) 


Rationale: Under the Clean Aw Act (as amended m 1977) BLM-admemstered lands were claserfied Class [1 Thes 
classification allows maderate detenoratnon of an quality with moderate well comtrotied population and mdustnal 
growth 


| Metigaton to menemze av quality degradation would be mourporated mo project 
proposals as necessary 


2 Aw quality momnorng may be umplememed by the BLM where necessary 


\ Burn plans wtech mclude modent and cumulstrve an quality consderanoms would he 
developed for all prescribed burn treatments 


4 The BLM would not authorize actrvites winch would be iskely to adversely affer) (Ne 
Class fl claserficanon of public lands wethen the Challe RA. or the Class | desognar: 
of the Yellowstone or Grand Teton National Parks or the Selway Bimerroct Sawtooth 
Craters of the Moon or Red Rack Lakes Wriderness Areas 


Areas of Critical Environmental Concern/Research Natural Areas 


Ceal | Maram and protect emportam ological cultural scenic and other natural systems of processes Py hagh. 
lightrng management of areas Comtanneng these resources 


Rationale: The Federal Land Policy and Management Act derects the BIM to “protect and preven wreparable 
damage to wmponamt hestom cultural scone fish and wridbte resources or othe: natural cy stems or processes amd 
to protect lite and safety from natural hazards” through designation of Areas of ( rtcal fm ronmental ( om ern 
(ACEC) 


Management Dociszoms ( ommon to All ACEC: 
| Require plans of apersnon for development of am new on exreteng mening «lees 


2 Revrew amy new nghtof way apphcaton to see of the proposal would negatively affect 
the values for winch the area was designated If so deny the appl atom 


3. Tracts of public land withte an ACIIC, if tdentified as available for Gaposal, may be 
exchanged for private or State lands withen or adjacent w the ACEC, provided the 
am quired lands are of equal on greater benef to the omegrry and managemen of the 
amoctsted ACEC 
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4. Develop a land use activity plan to manage ACEC valucs im coordimation with other 
resource uses and values in the ACEC. unless management would be addressed through 
an existing activity plan (see Amachment 2: Procedures Used When Developmg or 
Revising Activity Plans, p. 103). 

5. Encourage studies and research, if consistent with protection of ACEC values. 


6. Manage other land uses within the ACEC to reduce or eliminate negative impacts to 
ACEC values. 


For additional decisions regarding management of ACECs/RNAs, also see Minerals, Goal |, 
#5, Goal 2, #4, and Goal 3, #4 (pp. 64-66). 


\dditional M Dacia by ACEC: 
Antelope Flat ACEC/RNA 
Valwes' Unusual plant communities 


Relevance and importance’ The plant communities occurnng on the Antelope Fiat area 
are uncommon, occurnng only m east central Idaho. 


1. Retain designation of S88 acres as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACEC) and Research Natural Area (RNA) (see Map 5: ACECs - Antelope Flat 
ACEC RNA). 


te 


Limit motorized vehicle use to existing roads and vehicle ways. 


Birch Creek ACEC 
Values: Cracial winter range and lambing habi'w for bighorn sheep. Rare plants. 


Relevance and Importance: The area provides crucial habitat for a remnant herd of 
approximately 50 bighorn sheep. The area is vulnerable to adverse change due to 
with livestock for forage. Two populations of wavy leaf thelypody, a special status 
plant species, and one population of Lemhi milkvetch, another rare species, have been 
found im the area. 


1. Designate 8,649 acres as an ACEC (see Map 6: ACECs - Birch Creek ACEC) 


2. Motonzed veticle use would be prohibited during the winter/spring penod between 
December 16 and April 30, inclusive, and limited to existing roads, vehicle ways, 
and trails between May | and December 15, inclusive 
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3. Manage bighorn sheep habuat m the Birch Crock arca as described in Wildlife 
Habitat, Goal |, #6, p. 95. 


4. Pursue acquisition of State lands within the ACEC. 


5 Monitor rare plant populations 


Cronk’s Canyon ACEC/RNA 

Relevance and Importance Yeationg habitat for a small relict bighorn sheep 

populanon Since topographic constra:nts have precluded livestock use on a porhon of 

the areca, this area represents pre-grazing vegetative conditions and functions as an 

1. Retain designation of 1,496 acres as an ACEC, of which 366 acres would be 
managed as an RNA (see Map 7) ACEC: - Cronk’s Canvon ACEC/RNA and Dry 
Gulch ACEC/RNA). 

2. Continue to close the ACEC/RNA to livestock grazing 

3 Monitor plant communities 

4. Continue to close 314 acres of forest land to woodland product sales. 


5. Lamit motorized vehicle use to existing roads and vehicle ways 


Donkey Hills ACEC 
Values’ Crucial etk habitat 


Relevance and importance Wier range and calving habsat for 850 elk Regionally 
of elk populations from several regional IDFG hunt unsts 


1. Designate 29.706 acres as an ACEC, including approximately 4,714 acres in the 
Big Butte Resource Arca - BLM (see Map & ACEC: - Summit Creek ACEC/RNA 


and Donkey Hills ACEC) 
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Donkey Hills ACEC Management Applying to the Designated Acreage in the Challis 
Resource Area 


~ 


period between December 16 and April 30, inclusive, and limit motorized vehicle 
use to existing roads, vehicle ways, and trails between May | and December 15, 
inclusive. Accommodate access to private lands in the ACEC. See Map 33: OHV 
Use. 


Consult the IDFG and appropnate Federally recognized tribes about stipulations to 
protect clk habitat quality prior to authorization of any actions that may affect clk 
habitat. Timber would be harvested in accordance with the following stipulations, 
to protect elk habitat quality: (a) timber would be removed by helicopter or cable 
logging to existing roads only - no new roads would be constructed, (b) Douglas-fir 
would be harvested by shelierwood or group selection cuts only, (c) clearcuts in 
lodgepole pine would be 10 acres or smaller, and (d) a 200-foot uncut buffer zone 
would be left around the edges of all harvest units. Uncut buffer zones may be 
harvested when cut units have regenerated sufficiently to meet ¢'\ habitat 
requirements, 


Pursue acquisition of State and private lands in the ACEC, with emphasis on land 
exchanges and cooperative efforts with conservation organizations such as the 
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation. 


ed 


> 


- 


Manage clk habitat in the Donkey Hills area as specified in Wildlife Habitat, Goal 
1, #6, p. 95. 


Resource Area (Upper Snake River District BLM) Note: Actions #6 through 12 
would amend the Little Lost-Rirch Creek MFP (USDI - BLM 1981). 


Designate approximately 4,714 acres currently managed by the Big Butte Resource 
Area - BLM as part of the Donkey Hills ACEC (see Map & ACECs - Summit 
Creek ACEC/RNA and Donkey Hills ACEC). 


4 


Implement management decisions common to all areas designated as ACECs (see 
pp. 29-30). 


Aggressively suppress all wildfires mm the Donkey Hills area to meet allowable burn 
acreage as follows: No fires larger than 200 acres based on values at risk 
Resource advisors would be consulted on all wildfires. Design wildfire suppression 
tactics to minimize (a) impacts to visual, vegetative, and other resource values, and 
(b) expenditures of public funds. 
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9. Prohibit motorized vehicle travel from December 16 through April 30, and limi 
motorized vehicle travel the remainder of the year to existing roads and vehicle 
ways. Temporary exceptions to this limitation (e.g. travel off-road to retrieve 
downed big game, cut firewood, access a campsite, park. turn around, pass another 
vehicle, or for emergency purposes) would be authorized as specified in Off- 
highway Vehicle Use, Goal |, #1b and Ic (p. 69). 


10. Participate with Challis Resource Arca staff in development of a joint land use 
activity plan to manage clk habsat values in coordimation with other resource uses 
and values in the ACEC (see Attachment 2: Procedures Used When Developing 
or Revising Activity Plans, 9. 103). 


11. Pursue acquisition of State and private lands in the ACEC, with emphasis on land 
exchanges and cooperative efforts with conservation organizations such as the 

12. Continue to defer timber harvest in the Donkey Hills area because conventional 
logging is not possible, due to the terrain (adverse impacts on resource values), and 
hehcopter logging 1s economically unfeasible Should tember harvest by helicopter 
logging become economically feasible, apply the following stipulations to protect 
elk habitat quality: (a) timber would be removed by helicopter logging to existing 
roads only - no new roads would be constructed; (b) Douglas-fir would be 
harvested by shelterwood or group selection cuts only, (c) clearcuts in lodgepole 
pine would be 10 acres or smaller, and (d} a 200-foot uncut buffer zone would be 
left around the edges of all harvesi units. 


Dry Guich ACEC/RNA 
Values’ Unusual plant communities, several rare plant populations 
of three rare Challis endemic plant species. Protecting populations on the fringe of the 
species’ distribution is important in protecting the genetic diversity of the species 


1. Designate 539 acres as an ACEC/RNA (see Map 7) ACEC - Cronk’s Canyon 
ACEC/RNA and Dry Guich ACEC/RNA), 


2. Fence and maintain the northwestern spring as a natural spring (undeveloped) 
3. Maintain current slope conditions mm habitat areas of sensitive plant species 
4. Limit motorized vehicle use to the existing boundary roads 


S Monitor plant populations. 
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East Fork Salmon River Bench ACECRNA 


Values Remnant pristine vegetation 

Relevance and Importance: Although this site is small, i has a varicty of plant 
because of topographic constraints Thus. this area represents pre-grazing condition and 
functhons as an important comparnson site. 


1. Retain designation of 78 acres as an ACEC/RNA (sce Map 9 ACECs - East Fork 
Salmon River Bench ACEC/RNA). 


2. Continue to close the area to livestock grazing. 
3. Monitor plant communities. 


4. Close the ACEC’RNA to motorized vehicle use. 


Herd Creek Watershed ACEC/RNA 


Values: Riparian recovery and demonstration area, presence of rare plants, variety of 
for special status steelhead trout. bull trout, and chinook salmon, roadless primitive and 
scemc values. 


Relevance and Importance’ Approximately one mile of public land on lower Herd 
Creek has been fenced since 1980 as a recovery, demonstration, and control area for 
npanan management Three populations of wavy leaf thelypody are known to occur im 
the Herd Creek watershed, the most southern edge of the species’ range The penpheral 
jacation and the range of occupred habrtats make this an important area to protect and 
manage for the species’ genetic diversity. The upper Lake Creek area also contams 
most of the forest habitat types common to central Idaho, as well as several range site 
types. A diversity of aspect and elevations within a small area create a diversity of 
communities, thus capturing a representation of much of the biodiversity of the 
Resource Arca. Herd Creck is designated critical habitat for chinook salmon and 
mmportamt habitat for bull trout Histoncally, the stream contributed more than 3% of 
the East Fork Salmon River's production of chinook salmon. The watershed is a 
wilderness study area (the Jerry Peak WSA) because of its naturalness, roadlessness, and 


outstanding scen values: 


1. Designate 17,943 acres as an ACEC, of which 1,055 acres would be retained as an 
RNA (formerly known as the Lake Creek ACEC/RNA) (see Map 1/0 ACEC: - 
Herd Creek Watershed ACEC/R? A). 


2. Maintain the existing riparian exclosure on lower Herd Creek and explore options 
for enlarging the exclosure 
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Improve npanan areas along Lake Creek to proper functioning condition within $ 
years (see Attachment |, pp. 101-102). 


Maintain current slope conditions in habitat areas of the wavy leaf thelypody. 


Monator high clevation range and forest plant communities im the upper Lake Creek 
area. 


Continue to withdraw $7 acres of suitable commercial forest land in the upper Lake 
Creek area (TIN, R20E) from the commercial timber base. Also sce mane sment 
of the Jerry Peak WSA, if released from wilderness review, described in Forest 
Resources, Goal |, #23. p. $2. 


Continue to close 948 acres of forest land in the upper Lake Creek area (TIN, 
R20E) to woodland product sales. 


Manage the Herd Creek watershed to reduce sediment delivery to spawning areas 
along Herd Creek and the East Fork Salmon River. 


Designate the existing trail below Herd Lake and road above Herd Lake “closed” 
to motonzed vehicle use, martain these routes as trails for non-motonzed use only 
Limit motorized vehicle use in the remainder of the Herd Creek Watershed 
ACEC/RNA to existing roads and vehicle ways (see Map 335 OHV Lse) 


Lone Bird ACEC 


Values’ Numerous and umque cultural resources. Rare plants 


Relevance and importance’ The area contains a number of prehistonc sites. identified 
quarry sites, and excellent flakable material. Many of the prehistoric sites have 
evidence of deeply stratified cultural deposits and several are listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places. The prehistoric sites are threatened by imtensive crosion, 
vandalism, and destructive casual use. The area is also of local and regional 
significance to the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes for ss socio-cultural valucs One 
population of wavy leaf thelypody. a special status plant species, and populations of two 
other Challis endemic plant species are found im the area 


2 


Designate 9.969 acres as an ACEC (see Map //) ACEC: - Lone Bird ACEC) 


Reta the existing road closure and physically close the existing road from the NE 
1/4, NE 1/4 Section 13, TIZN RIDE to the NW 1/4, SE 1/4 Section 19, TIN 
R20E to prevent unauthorized use. The remainder of the ACEC would also be 
signed and closed to motorized vehicle use 


Develop management to protect cultural values 
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Monitor populations of rare plants 


Close the Lone Bird ACEC to rockhounding, collection of mineral materials, and 


Malm Guich/Germer Basin ACEC/RNA 


Values Concentranon of rare plants, unusual plant communities. petnfied forest. fragile 
sorls, 


Relevance and Importance’ The Malm Guich/Germer Basin area contains a high 
concentration of rare Challis endemic plant species. The paleontological values are 


Retain designation of 7,823 acres as an ACEC, of which 2,643 acres would be 
retained as an RNA (see Map /2) ACECs - Malm Gulch’Germer Basin 
ACEC/RNA). 


Continue to close the area to livestock grazing, except for a semi-annual one-day 


Monitor wild horse use in Malm Guich, and remove wild horses as necessary to 
protect the fragule watershed 


To reduce the hazard of erosion, limit motorized vehicle use in the ACEC to the 
existing road from Highway 9} to a point of closure in the NW 1/4 of Section 28, 


TIQIN, RIDE 

Contsnue to withdraw 270 acres of commercial forest land from the commercial 
timber base 

Continue to close 1,136 acres of non-commercial forest land to woodland product 
sales 

Close the area to rockhounding, collection of mineral materials, and mineral 
material sales 

Monitor plant communities 


Provide a wayside along Highway 93 to imterpret paleontological values and 
promote the preservation Protect significam paleontological localities by not 
identifying thew specific lacahon or otherwise promoting public use of the resource 
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Peckh’s Canyon ACECRNA 
Valwes Excellem condmon plant communities 
Relevance and Importance’ The areca contains a large mountain mahogany stand mn 
excellent condition. Due to the steep topography of the areca. most of the other plant 
communities in this ACEC are also in excellent condition 


1. Reta designation of 782 acres as an ACEC/RNA (sce Map /3) ACECS - Pecks 
Canvon ACEC/RNA). 


2. Completely inventory the ACEC for rare plants. 
3 Monitor plan communities 


4. Lemn motorized vehicle ucz to existing roads and vehicle ways 


Pennal Guich ACEC 
Valwes Rare plants, umique mpanan area, umique and representative \egetation 


Relevance and Importance Populations of the wavy leaf thelypody m the Penna! Gulch 
area are represemtative of those found i the north central portion of the species’ range 
The Penna! Gulch area contains four known population areas of this specres. and habnat 
for additional populations An unusual cottonwood community with a umque una “tory 
composition ts present along a portion of the dramage channel The area also contanns 
many of the Challis endemic sensitive plant species, typical Challis area plant com- 


1. Designate 5.832 acres as an ACEC (see Map 14 ACEC - Pennal Guich ACEC) 
2. Limit motorized vehicle use to the existing road 


1 Monnnor populations of rare plants 


Sand Hollow ACEC/RNA 
Valwes Fragile watershed, rare pient populations, geological area of interest 


Relevance and Importance Souls im the Sand Hollow area are fragile and require 
special management consideration The area contams a concentration of Chath 
endemic rare plant species. At the upper end of the Sand Hollow area are the Pain 
Pots, a regionally significant area that provides excellent representation of the (halls 
vol ames 
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Desgnate 3.33) acres as an ACEC'RNA (nce Map /5) ACEC: - Sond Hollow 
4CEC RNA) 


Momnor populatiom of rare plant. 


Comtmnue to close the Sand Hollo + watershed to livestack grazing and motonzed 
vetucle wse (see Map 27 Graring Clocwres and Map 33°) OHV Use). 


Momnor «rid horse use m the Sand Hollow watershed and remove «rid horses as 
necessary to protect the fragile watervhed 


Summit Creeh ACEC RNA 


lalues Unmmque wetland system, rare plants. special recreation valucs 


Relevance and Importance Thus wetland system comtamns um@ue plant communities and 
avsactated rare species The alkaline promrose. a special status plant specees. ms found 
im only two other locations admunistered by the Chall and Lomb Resource Arcas 
Other plant species on the site are very tare within Idaho The site also has values for 
waterfow!, fishing. and recr ation As the oldest mparian exclosure mm the Resource 
Area, the Summit Creek RNA is of important scientific value The site has served as 
a research sete for several studies 


Reta designation of 04 acres as an ACEC, of which 230 acres would be an RNA 
(see Map & ACECs - Semmit Creet ACEC RNA and Donkey Hills ACEC) 


Lint motorized velicle wee m the Summn Creek ACEC RNA to the Howe-May 
road, the area sowth of the existing campground road. and the access route to 


Barney Hot Springs 

To mmetigate wmpacts on special status plant species. move the Summa ( reek camp 
ground facrhtes to the southwest side of tne existing Campground road The creet 
and rypanan arca would be fenced and closed to campung and vetucle traffic, and 
vgs would expla the reasons for the closures 


I nocowrage comtenued use of the area for research 


Develap on mterpretive diplay wentifying the unique valucs of the area to 
recreator ets and cx plarmeng restrictions on use 


Close the ACEC to livestock grazing. and maintain fencing to exclude livestock 


Marra or morease the size of accupred population areas of the five known special 
status plant apecies Mannor populations 
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Contmue to allow nowsows » ced control m and around the exclosure area Any 
weed coctrol program would be dume m a manner that would protect rare plant 
' 


Thousand Springs 4CEC RNA 


Valwes Uma@ue wetland ecosystem, tagh value for waterfow! 


Relevance and Importance This wetland system is umque m its plant communities. 
hydrology. and the habuat associated with these features ft comtanns regionally signifi. 
cam waterfow! values 


Retain designation of 84) acres as an ACEC, of which 23) acres would be an 
RNA. The isolated tract on the sowth side of the Trail Creek Road (5) acres) 
would no longer be part of the ACEC and would be identified for potential 
exchange for lands with comparable resource values that would enhance the 
imegrity of the ACEC. Designate an additional 322 acres of recently acquired 
lands as pan of the ACEC. for a total of 1,165 acres in the ACEC (See Map /6 
ACEC: - Thousand Springs ACECRNA) 


Mormnor plant Communities 


Continue to manage the ACEC im accordance with the current Chilly Slough 
Wetland Conservation Project Plan (see Amachment //, p 144) and the current 
Thousand Springs Chilly Slough HMP These plans may be updated or revised as 
necessary (see Anachment 2 Procedures Used When Developing or Revising 
Activity Plans, p (03) Adjacem private lands with wetland values may be 
acquired from willing setiers if av arlable 


Lrvessack use may be authonzed after resource otyectives have heen met if agreed 
upon by all members of the Chilly Slough Working Group (see Anachment // p 
144) Fences would be bust im cooperation with adjacent private landowners. to 
control livestack use on all areas of the ACEC 


Condemnation authority would not be used to acquire access across private lands 
to any part of the ACEC 


Lema motonzed veticle travel to exrsteng (and newly constructed. of applicable) 
roads, vebucle ways. trasls, and partung areas (see (rlonsary  exieteng roads vehucle 
ways, and trails, p. 172) 


For addinenal decisions regarding management of the Chill) Slough Wetlands 
Conservanon Preyect Area. alee see Recreation Opportunites and Vitor (se Goal | 
#16, p. 76 
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Biological Diversity 


Geal 1: Mwntam funchonal and repan non-functional ecological systems and processes to ensure continucd 
sastamed produ “ton of ecosystem products and values such as forage. amber. clean water. and wildlife and fishenes 
habetat 


Rationale: The hong term abulity of the ecosystem to provide products for human use and enjoyment requires maunic- 
nance of thologscal drversity at several scales genetic. species. community. and landscape (see Glossary tnological 
diversity. p 168) Management decisions to improve range and mpanan condition are critical to the genetic. species, 
and community comaponents of this goal but are not resterated here (see actions listed under the following sections 
of the PRMP. Fishernes. Floodplain Wetland Areas, Livestock Grazing. Rangeland Vegetation Treatment Projects, 
Ripanan Areas, Special S.atus Specres. Upland Watershed. Water Quality. Wildlife Habstat) Pattern and processes 
at scales tngher than com#mrncyte: (watershed mowntam ranges. reg ons) affect the dispersal. migration. and long term 
viabelity of orgamems and the lung term sustamable functrommng of the natural ecosy stem 


| Inctude an analysis of direct. mdirect. and cumulative effects to biodiversity as part of 
proyect and activity planning The assessment would inchude. but » not lumited to, the 
follow mg special status species. unusual or um@ue plant assaciations. potential natural. 
wnportamt landscape patierm Drversity would he assessed at the species. community and 
landscape levels Incorporate additional purdance as nt becomes available 


2. Participate in the BLM's neotropical migratory bird project. 


3. Assess patterns of diversity for wide rangung species (¢ g . wolves. bald eagles. golden 
eagles, goshawks. black bear, clk) im the Resource Area's ecosystems by identifying and 
mapping (a) areas of fragmemed habuat, barners. and umportant dispersal cormdors. (b) 
areas of nom fragmented blocks of umponant habuat. and (c) areas affected by landscape 
level processes i¢ ¢ . fire, msect infestations, blow-downs) (See Glossar definmon: 
barrier, dispersal corridor, fragmented. landscape level processes, pp. 167, 170, 173, 175) 


4 \Wentify key ecosystem indicator species (see Clossary, p. 175) that require coosystem 
kvel management 


S During activity planning (sce Anechment 2 Procedures Used When Develaping or 
Revising Activity Plans. p 103), develop (a) ecosystem and tiodiversity obyectrves, and 
(>) management strategies to meet the requerements for key ecosystem indicator apec:es 


6 Develop coaperatrve proyects with agencies and private landowners to assess anc manage 
diversity at the landscape level across agency bowndanes Pursue partnersheps with 
adjacent | ederal agencies to develop regional goals for broadiverwity management 


For addinonal RMP decisions regarding management of wmgue or represemative ology al 
resources, alee see Areas of Critical Pevironmental Concern, Goal |, pp. 29.99 
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Cultural Resources 


Geal 1: identify and manage cultural resources for a vanety of values. including informanon potenmal publ \abues. 
and conservation 


Rationale: ( ultural resource management responds derectly to the National Histon Preservation Act of | 966. as 
amended, the Archacological Resources Protecnon Act of 1979, as amended, and m general to the Federal Land 
Policy and Managemen Act The BLM’s Adventures te the Past mitiative (/990) (see Glomery p 166) promotes 
the preservation of public land resources and encourages scientific study through research projects which have 
management benefits. 


| Wathen two years devetap a cultural resource overview of all cultural resources identified 


2 When conducting a watershed assessment or when developing or rev rseng activity plans 
(see Anachment 2) Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p 
103). fully wmegrate cultural resources by (2) takeng mto consideration the effects of all 
management actions withen that planneng area on cultural resources and (b) providing 
opportunmes to manage Cultural resources independent from non <cultura! resource related 
activ ies: 


3 Provide a level of mvemory which 1s commensurate with the level of actry ities umpacts 
that result from activiry or project planning 


4 Contenue monntonng and managemen of cultura! resources | pdate site information on 
those sites recorded prior to development of the IMACS (Intermountain Antiquities 
( omputer System) survey form 


S Conduct data recovery or statvlizanon at critically threatened sites (om emmment danger 
of destruction or damage) of tagh scientific \alue 


6 = Retarn public lands comtasmmeng cultural resources ehgible to be listed om or bisted m_ the 
National Register of Histone Places (NRHP) (see Giessary, p 176) on a case-by-case ba- 
ss 

7? Contraue the current use allocation of the Dowblesprings Area for screntific use 


& Close the Lone Bird ACEC to rockhounding, mineral material collection, and miners! 
maternal sales 


9 Manage ONV wee as follows, @ onder to protect cultural resources (sce Map 3) ONT 
Use} 


(a) Close the Lone Bird ACEC to motorized vetucle wee. Physically close the existing 
road in the Lone Bird ACEC from the NE 14, NE 14, Sect on 11, TIIN RIDE 
the NW 14, SE 14, Section 19, TIZN R208 t prevert wneuteorized wee (Ser Map 
11) ACEC: - Lone Bird ACEC) 
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(>) Physically close approxemately | 2-cmule of the Devil Camyon Road to help preven 
vandabrm of cultural resources 


(c) To protect cultural r-sources and for safety reasom. luma motonzed vehacle travel on 
the Shay Line Trestle to webucles with 2 SO-inch wheel base or less and weighing 
1,500 pounds or lew. 


(4) Loma motonzed vetucle use m the Antelope Flat area to existing roads and vehicle 
ways yearlong 


Conduct a memmum of SUD acres of Class IH non-proyect mmensrve mmventory (see Glosse 
ry. cultural resource invemtory classes, p 169) annually m areas with high potential for 
cultural resources 


Prepare a patrol and survevilance plan withen one year of RMP approval. for monnorng 
and law enforcement purposes 


Areas of known concentrations of human bunals would be closed to lrvestach grazing. 
withdrawn from kx atable meneral entry and meneral matenal draposal and stipulated no 


surface cccupancy for the purses of energy and non-energy leasing All areas 
comamwung Natrve Amencan burnal areas would he retamned mm publx ownershap 


Conduct a comprehensive study of rack an locations mmcludeng completion of data records 
wale drawings photographs and descnphons 


Develop management practices to protect cultural values m the Lone Bird area 


Cea! 2: Increase publx awareness understanding. and appreciation of the significance and value of cultural re. 


Rationale Publix eda ation and outreach promoting scwnd cultural resource management ard protection will help 
decrease metances of vandal as well as enhance pula access to cultural resources Publ awareness actry ites 
are required through amendment to the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 


te 


Manage mmerpretrve efforts comsrstent with State and Federal law protectong cultural 
resources from adverse umpacts assaciated with mmterprenve smtes and provideng for data 
recovery 


Develop mmerpretrve matenals for cultural resources meludeng. but not lemned to. the 


following Shay Line Treetle, Crystal Towneite, Challe Bison Jemmp. and Salmon River 
sites 


Partcwpate m the BL Ms Hermage Educeton program (see Glossary, p 174) 
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Culrerel Rescerces | Fore Mtenagemen: 


4 Parucepase om Adventures @ the Pauw (see Glossary p | 66) mmatrves to mcrease publx 
awareness of the wgafcance of and need to prosect ~ Mural resources beac ated on publa 
lands 


Goal} identify and manage cultural resources with tegh Natrve Amencan tradmronal cultural value 


Rationale The Bi M provides for management of cultural resources mm Consultation with Native Amerk an grouns 
The National [evironmemal Polcy Act. the Federal Land Policy and Managemen Act. the Amencan indian 
Rehgrows Freedom Act. the Archaeological Resources Protection Act. and the Natrve Amencan Graves Protection 
and Repatnanem Act (see Append: f hem | pp 638-641) provide legal requirements for coordmation 8 ah Natne 
Amencan groups and regardeng Cultural resources management 


| Coordeame «eth appropriate Natrve Amencan groups om cultural resource \ ahucs 


2 Conduct and complete an ethnographic revemory proyect by FY O08 to decwmnent Current 
and brstork tradwienal cultural use by Native Amencan grown 


Fire Management 


Cal 1 Protect hurnan befe property and valuable resources from wridfire and reduce the rmpacts of sempre sce m 


activites «Use prescrihed fire to protect property and valuable resources. umprove range and tember resource 
condimons and perpetuate the natural ecosystem 


Rationale § W iidfire can he a threat or a tool dependeng on th potential for eflects on human hfe promerty and 
resources | mless carefully managed suppression actry mes can cause greater and bonger lastemg ermmacts om life 
Property and resewrces than fre Fore managemen gurdane «pro ided on an annual fire management action) plan 


| Provide ema! atiact and full suppression of natural and human <aused « rleffires to protect 
befe property and hgh value resources m the areas wlewerfied on Map 21 fire ( comers 


2 Develop actrerty plans (see 4mactmen 2 Procedures | sed When Devetopeng of Rev ivony 
Acnvity Plans, p \G5) to derect fre suppression on a ene-apecifc has erthen the cond: 
hone! suppression areas dientified on Map 0) fire ( ommend bn the abwemce of am actry ity 
plan provide oma! attach and full suppresson of natural and human <aused wildfires 
acourrng erthen conditional suppression areas 


1 Desig eridfive suppressor tactics to menemze (a) empacts to visual vegetative amd other 
resource values and (b) expendeures of publn funds 


4 Fully sages: af! eridfires wether mowntarn mahogany vegetation lypes to retaen emporian 
teghorn sheep and other wridife habaat The areas sumporting large blacks of thes 
vegetanon type are inctuded as full suppression areas om Map 21 fore ( omerend 
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S$. When conducting fire management planning. or suppressing. controlling. or otherwise 
managing a wildfire or prescribed fire, design fuel treatment and fire suppression control 
strategies. practices, and activities to accomplish the following objectives. 


(a) ensure progress toward the npanan and aquatic habstat condmons descnibed mm 4Atach- 
ment 15 (see p. 149), 


(b) be m accordance with fire management-related SOPs (sce Attachment 5, pp. 107-112) 
and suppression rehabilitation specifications (see Attachment 9, pp. 124-134). 


(c) protect natural resources, consistent with other decisions im this RMP, by adhering to 
the following 


(1) use motorized fire fighting equipment im accordance with the decisions listed mm 
OHV Use, Goal |, #la and b, and #2-7, pp. 69-71, to the extent possible. As 
noted in OHV Use, Goal |, #1c, temporary exceptions to the listed OHV 
lumitations and closures may be granted 


(2) im Special Management Areas (see Glossary, pp 182-183), in areas of fragile 
soils, on slopes greater than 35%, and on slopes adjacent to (within 1/8-mile of) 
water courses, limit the use of heavy equipment in construction of fire lines to 
al/ historic resources, and high value timber. 


(3) avoid retardant applications and fuel storage within | /8-mile of nparian areas or 
din desi ' lon shoes 


(4) do not use tractors or other heavy motonzed equipment within mparian habuats. 


Under situations threatening life of property, these restrictions may be lifted by the 
authorized officer 


6 Fire management actions would be im accordance with “Minimum impact Suppression 
Tactics” (USDA Forest Service - Northern Region 1993, or as revised) or similar fire sup- 
pression guidance (see Atiachment 9 Fire Suppression and Rehatiluanon Specifications. 
pp. 124-134). Locate incident bases, camps, helibases, staging areas, helispots, and other 
centers for incident activities outside of mpanan areas (as defined in Attachment 4. pp 
105.106), unless a review and recommendation is made by a qualified resource advisor 
assigned to the incident. If the site of incident activity 1s located within npanan habstats 
(as defined in Attachment 4), fire activities should not hinder progress toward attaining 
desired mparian and aquatic habitat conditions (see Attachment /5, p. 149). During pre- 
suppression planning, utilize an ID team to predetermine suitable incident base and 
helibase locations sufficrent to support mayor mmcidents 
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Fire Management // Fisheries 


7  Whthin conditonal suppression areas, determine where resource management objectives 
would be met through the use of prescribed fire to enhance ecosystem health and function 
ID team planning process (see Amachment 2) Procedures Used When Developing or 
Revising Activity Plans. pp. 103). For prescribed fire proposals m areas where cheatgrass 
imvasion 1s potentially high. the ID team would physically examune the site to specifically 
analyze the risk of cheatgrass invasion pror to finalizing the project proposal 


& Whenever mpanan habstats within areas defined im Anachmeni 4 (pp 105-106) are sognufi- 
cantly damaged by wildfire or prescribed burning. form an exnergency ID team to develop 
conditions described in Amachment /5 (see p. 149, and ensure that the fire rchabilitation 
specifications listed in Attachment 9, pp. 124-134, are followed. Address all other fire 
rehabilitation on a case-by-case basis (also sce Upland Watershed, Goal |, #8. p. 88) 


Fisheries 


Geal 1: Ensure a natural abundance and diversity of aquatic habmtats to suppor fishenes resources im a healthy and 
productive condstion. to provide the continued opportunity for nonconsumptive and consumptive uses. and to ensure 
the viability of these species. 

Rationale: The BLM is responsibic for management of fish habitat on the Challis Resource Arca’s public lands to 
ensure that self-sustaiming, healthy populations can be mamtained. The Salmon B' M's Fish and Wildlife 2000 Plan 
(1993) provides guidance for management of fish habitat. 


Deciaions C UL Fisheries B | 


1. The following would be priority fish species (see Glossary, p. 179) 


Anadromous Fish Species. 

Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) 
Sockeye Salmon (Oncorhynchus nerka) 
Stecthead Rainbow Trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 
Resident Fish Species: 

Bull Trout (Salvelinus conflwentus) 
Westslope Cutthroat Trout (Oncorhynchus clarki lewisii) 
Brook Trout (Salvelinus fomtinalis) 
Rainbow Trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 
Mountain Whitefish (Prosopium williamsoni) 
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Define crucial habitats for priority fish species to include migration, spawning, rearing, 


special status fish populations 


(a) For all fish-bearing streams (sce Map 2 Anadromous and Resident Fisheries 
Occupied Haluat), develop management stzategies and objectives through the ID 
team process. to maintam satisfactory condition aquatx and mpanan habetats and 
habitats within mpanian arcas defined in Anachment 4, pp. 115-106 (also see Ar- 
tachment | Riparian-Wetland Area Function Classification, pp. 101-102). 


(b) Develop strategies. through the ID team process. to meet or exceed the minimum 
mparian and aquatic Labnat condmons described m Anachment /5. p. 149. 


Authorize population enhancement activities for pnonty fish species through mtroduction 
of hatchery -reared fish. only when a can be documented that the population levels and the 
genetic umegnty of endermc wild anadromous stacks or other resident fish populations will 
not be adversely wmpacted 


Provide opportunity and support to the IDFG, NMFS, USFWS, USFS. BPA, appropriate 
Federally recogmzed tnbes. and other partners for the cooperative management of anadro- 
mous and resident fish resources im order to promote fisheries opportunities on BLM- 
administered public lands. while ensumng protection of pnonty salmond fish resources 


Marntam a “no net loss” of salmon. stecthead trout. and bull trout habitat by lmuting land 
exchanges of salmon, stecthead trout. and bull trout habitat to like habitat of equal or 
greater values. Ripanan. wetland, and floodplam habuat could be exchanged, but only for 
ateas contaming mpanan. wetland. or floodplain habnat with equal or greater values for 
recreation, access, wildlife, fish>nes, and tradiversity. Such exchanges would have to 
balance sumular resource values for each individual exchange. although both tracts of land 
would not have to be within the boundanes of the Challis Resource Area Where possible, 
land exchanges would be made to facilitate recovery of threatened or endangered species. 


Maintain the existing mpanan habstat protective exclocures on Burnt Creek, Herd Creek. 
Road Creek, and Corral Basin Creck as reference areas to monitor and evaluate aquatic 
habitat conditions 


Where feasible on BLM public lands, within 7 years eliminate or modify natural or 
artificial barners to upstream and downstream movement of pnority fish species, where 
it will not umpact other authonzed or hoensed uses (ditches or diversions) 


in cooperation with the IDFG, seek adequate streamflows for channel maintenance and to 
sustain mpanan habitat and pnonty fish populations on BLM-administered streams (sec 
Minimum Streamflow, Goal |, p. 67) 
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11. On a case-by-<ase basis, coordimate with appropriate Federally recognized 


lands. Watersheds include the East Fork Salmon River and its tributanes Herd Creek, 
Road Creck, and Big Boulder Creck; the Pahsimeroi River, and the Main Salmon River 
and its tributaries Morgan, Squaw, Cow, Bayhorse, Thompson, and Challis crecks 


13. Cooperate with the IDFG and appropriate Federally recognized tribes to reduce juvenile 
anadromous fish mortality due to stream diversion acbons (also see Floodplan W etland 
Areas, Goal 2, #4, p. 48). Priority streams include the Main Salmon River, East Fork 
Salmon River, and the following crecks: Bayhorse, Challis, Eddy, Garden, Cow, Little 
Morgan, Lyon, McDonald, McKim. Morgan, Squaw. Fox, Thompson, Herd, Lake, and 
Road 


, Decisions C Resident Fisheries B | 


14. Within 7 years, develop and implement an activity plan for mamtaming and enhancing 
fishenes habitat along the Big Lost River within the $7 imles of public lands extending 
from the USFS boundary downstream (sce Anachment 2) Procedures Used When 
Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103) 


5. In cooperation with the IDFG and appropriate | ederally recognized tribes, evaluate the 
potential for re-sntraducing beaver into histone ranges to promote fish habitat. re entroduce 
beaver where appropriate (see Wildlife Habnat, Goal 4. p 98) 


16 In cooperation with appropnate parties, inventory bull trout and westsiope cutthroat trout 
habitat on a watershed basis and determine the current distribution of bull trowt and 
westsiope cutthroat trout within RA public lands 


For additional RMP decisions which relate to fisheries habitat protection and or management 
also see Mincrals, Goal |, #6, Goal 2, #6, and Goal 3, #5 (pp. 64 and 66), Amachmen: 5 
Standard Operating Procedures, pp. 107-112, and Anachment & Design Specifications, pp 
120-123 
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Floodplain/W etland Areas 


Geal 1: Manta: of umprove the umque resource values of wetland and floodplam arcas 


Rationale: Non-nvernne wetland arcas m the Resource Area are rare, lumned to Summa Creek, Thousand Springs. 
and smaller spnng-related wetlands These areas provide umportant habnat for wildlife and unusual plants and plant 


|. Continue to implement the Chilly Slough wetland conservation project, as described in 
Attachment 11) Summary of the Chilly Slough Wetland Conservation Project, p. 144. 
(Also see Land Tenure and Access, Goal |, #6, p. 54.) 


2. Move the Summit Creck Campground campsites from the riparian area to the southwest 
sade of the existeng Campground road to reduce wmpacts to wetland and rare plant values 
(see Special Status Species, Goal 2, p. 83). 


3. Actions which would have direct or indirect adverse effects on floodplains or wetlands 
would not be authorized. m accordance with applicae Executive Orders. 


4. Retam public lands under BLM administration unless th receiving parties agree to 
comtmmue to masmtam or to restore (if degraded) and permanently marta floodplam and 
wetland functions 


Geal 2: Prevent loss of the resource values of springs and seeps which may occur through dewatering by spring de- 
velopment or trampling damage by Irvestack 


stable water suppres 


|. Waterholes developed from «prings or seeps would normally be converted to 
headbou pipeline trough developments when reconstructed, rather than ma:tamned as 
waterholes. wnle os comstramed by other resource values No new waterholes would be 


developed by blasting or excavation of springs or seeps 


2 New springs and seeps would be developed through headbox pipeline construction and 
engneered to mamta.» water at the spring site (see Atiachment A Design Specifications - 
Rangeland Improvement, #4 and & p. 123). Only those apring sources with an excess of 
water, as evidenced by surface flow from the site, would be developed Morst sites, with- 
out water fowing from the site, would not be developed to extract water from the site. 


3. Consistent with idaho water laws, the BLM would take those actions necessary to protect 
Federal wact interests on public lands As much as possible. water being put to beneficial 
use on BLM isnds would not be allowed to be licensed by private claimants 
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4 New nghts-of-way for water to be diverted from public land by a private claamam would 
only be granted if (a) the diversion facility 1s controllable, measurable, andor designed 
to divert, at most, that amount of water permutied in the water mght. and (b) the diversion 
would have no sgmificant impact on existing resource values. and (¢) granting the nght-of- 
way would not adversely affect acevernent of npanan management or aquatic obyectives. 
and (d) when appropnate, the diversion facility 1s designed and constructed im accordance 
for water diversion, stipulate the renewed right-of-way to achieve (a), (6). (c) and (d) 
above. to the extent possible. 


Forest Resources 


Geal |: Mastaim the sustamable productivity of forest land by managing forests with an ecosystem approach 


Rationale: Recent emphasis mm BLM policy 1s to manage forests as functional ecosysterms that provide a sustamned 
yield of ecosystem products such as clean water and wildlife habnat, as well as a sustamned yield of forest products 
FLPMA requires “a combination of balanced and diverse resource uses that takes into account the long-termr needs 
of future generations.” The BL?{ Public Domain Forest Policy Statement requires the BLM to “manage to maintain 
desired forest ecosystems ~ 


1. intensively manage 23,578 acres of commercial forest lands for multiple uses such as 
tumber production, fish and wildlife habrtat. and water quality enhancement (see Map ( 
Swituble Commercial Timberland.) Tumiber harvested per decade wn the Challis Resource 
Area would not exceed the sustamned yield average of 6 60 million board feet (MMBF) 


Continue to withdraw the followmg sustable commercial forest lands from the commercial 
tember base 


(a) 57 acres in the upper Lake Creek area (TON, R2OE within the Herd Creek 
Watershed ACEC/RNA), and 


(b) 270 acres in the Malm Guich/Germer Basin ACEC 


In addition, withdraw the following suntable commercial forest lands from the commercial 
timber base 


(a) 6,209 acres in existing Wilderness Study Arcas (Note: about 2,787 acres im the 
suitable portions of the Jerry Peak WSA would continue to be withdrawn from 
the commercial timber base if the WSA is released from wilderness review (see 
Forest Resources, Goal |. #23, p. 52)); and 


(>) about 980 acres in emall, isolated forest stands (sce Forest Resources, Goal |. 
#22, p. $2) 


Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS “0 


ood 


Chapter 2 - Proposed RMP 


2. Conduct an mmensive forest’ inventory within 10 years, inclade old growth timber stands 
m this evemtory. Ades the maximum sustained yield harvest per decade based on 


3. Manage 22.205 acres of woodland for forest coovystem values, wood products, and 
recreational uses (see Map 1D) Forest Lands) Contmue to close the following areas to 
woodland product sales (see Glossary. p | 88) 


(a) 948 acres of forest land m the upper Lake Creck areca of the Herd Crock 
Watershed ACEC RNA (TON, R20E). 


(>) 1.136 acres of non-commercial forest land m the Malm GulchGermer Basin 
ACEC. 


(c) 314 acres of forest land m the Cronk’s Canyon ACEC, and 


(d) 9,769 acres of forest land m existing WSAs (includes 3.560 acres of woodland 
and 6.209 acres of commercial forest land) “ete: Woodlands would be open 
to forest management mcbudeng woodland product sales. m amy WSAs which are 
released from wilderness review, except where the ACEC closure stated im (a) 
above would apply 


4 All forest management planning and projects would be ¢ igned and analyzed by an 
imterdis uplinary team 


5 Leadgepote pene stands would be harvested primarily by clearcutteng Clearcuts would be 
lunited to 40 acres, except in the Donkey Hills ACEC, where clearcuts in lodgepole pine 
stands would be limited to 10 acres (see ACECs, Donkey Hille ACEC, #3, p 32) 
Clearcuts would alse be wregularty shaped to menemze wridbfe escape distances and blend 


mto the surrounding lands ape 


6 Restrict clearcutting in Douglas-fir types as follows (a) The need for and size lumnits of 
clearcuts for fire salvage would be analyzed by an mmterdisceplonary team. otherwise. (b) 
clearcuts would be lumned to 10 acres, wregularly shaped te menemize wiidlife escape 
distances and blend onto the surroundeng landscape and only allowed for the purpose of 
comtrotling dwarf mistietae infections and msect infestations or for other (nom fire) salvage 


purnoses 


7 In Douglas-fir stands design tember marking prescriptions to establish or enhance natural 
regeneration 


& «Natural regeneration would be the prumary methad of reloresiation except where an area 
has been heavily affected or depleted by mseects. disease. fire, ow other natural catastro- 
phes 


9 Artficeal regeneration would be completed with seedlings approprate by seed zone, 
species, and elevation of ete Plantengs would use genetically diverse stack 
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If natural regeneramon does not accur withen five years afte, harvest m clearcut areas and 
wither |S years after harvest m sheherwoad cul areas. pnonty would be grven to artficsal 
reforestation of these areas rather than ‘umber sale preparation clacw here 


Comsder the needs of appropnate Federally recogmred tribes for nom-curmmercial use of 
forest products as provided by treaty 


All harvest umwts susceptible to lrvestach damage sould be protected by grazing (losures 
fencing. or comparable measures until regeneration established at proper aocking levels 


Firewood cutteng permits would be resued. with the following exceptrcun 


(a) No fwewood cutting (see Glossary, p 172) would be allowed m ripanan areas (see 
Glossary, p 180). Exceptions would be considered through the ID team process as 
pan of special vegetation management proyects desig™a ss to “RC urage wprowting and 
regeneration of comomwood aspen stands 


(>) Frewoad curteng and firewood gathering (see Glossar) p 172) would he protihned 
withen designated recreation sites 


(c) Firewood cutting perma. for standing trees would be demed withen SRMAs excepe 
where tree cutting menu the objectives stated m Forest Resources, #24. p *%) 
Firewood gatheryng withen SRMAs would he lumned to dead and down maternal 


Forest stand management treatments would be termed to maximize the producti ity of the 
tember resource. whwle promotung forest stand structure and drvereity typical of all sera! 


stages for the managed habriat type on a dramage havi 


Marntamn al! stream beds sprii zs bogs and streamside vegetation om an as near netura! 
state as possible = [umber harvest actrvities would not aoowr withen mpanan areas (as 
defined m Anachment 4, pp 105-106, except as stated below §=Loggmng or road construc. 
thom activities wowld only he considered wethen rmpanan areas to (a) pron ide for necessary 
road crossengs. (b) remove (via cable laggeng methads) of reduce meect or disease risk to 
the timber stand. of (c) “hid timber on at least |) inches of snow cower 


An addmona! SO foot madified activity strp wold he estabtrshed along perenma! stream: 
to supplement the no actrvity buffer descrihed m #!' shove Heavy equmpmenm would he 
excluded from thes 5O-foot wide area but termiber may be removed by cable Ff xceptoms 


may be designed by an omerdia eptemary team 


Seasonal harvest resinctiom and road closures would he wmposed to protect sows 
watershed and wridife values during critical pernads 
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Comet the [DFG and appraprae | oderally recogmred tribes shea stepulatiom to protect 
elk habaat quabty m the Domkey Hells area pror to authonzaton of amy actiom that may 
affect eft habaat Harvest tember m accordance «ith the follow mg stipulations to protect 
ek habust quality (2) umber would be removed by helicopter or cable logging to 
exssteng roads only - mo new roads would be constructed (6; Douglas-fir would be 
harvested by sheherwood or group selection cuts “aly. (c) clearcuts m ledgepole pene 
would be 10 acres or emailer. and (4) a 200 fact uncut buffer zone would be left around 
the edges of all harvest unas Uncut buffer zones may be harvested when cut units have 


regenerated sul Kventhy to meet elk habwat requirements 


Allow logging on the Willow Creck Sammi clk winter ranges, im accordance with the 
Willow Creek Samu ef HMP Manage harvest to protect eth habia quality 
Coordmate desegn orth the IDFG and appropmate Federally recogmzed tribes 


Allow only heloopter logging @ the Lone Pine Peak area (sce Map € Suitable 
Commercial Timverlands\, t© praect emervhed resources mm Lone Pine Creek and retam 
the visual characteristics of the area 


Commercial tember harvest practices on BLM lands would exceed standards comamed m 
appln able State approved BMPs for member harvest 


Remove forty ome (4!) small forest stands wtalling about YRC acres (pmmanty old growth) 
from the commercial tember base to mannan wiidlfe cover m open areas (see Map ( 
Notable Commer ial Trmbertands | 


Vl released from wriderness review WSAs wowld he open to forest management im lucng 
commercial tember harvest with the following bemmtations and exceptions on Commer ial 
tomer harvest (a) in the nonsunable portions of the Jerry Peak and ( orral Horse Basen 
WSAs tember stands more than | 2 rule fromm roads existing at the tome of RMP appro al 
(see Glossary “yond.” p 18! and “existing roads, vebicle ways, and wail.” p 172) 
would be available for harvest by heloapter logging only (b) Suntable portions of the 
Jerry Peak WSA of released from wriderness review would remann Closed to tember harvest 
to martam old growth forest values and tradrvers’y assacwted «th large undisturbed 
tracts of forest land 


Tree cutting (see Glossary, p 184) im riparian areas would be allowed only to restore 
degraded mpanan condmon: resulting from catastraphx events to moet aquath resource 
etyectrves. or for safety hazard reduction 


bow additiomal RMP decison: regarding management oy forest resemrces, hee see “Leneral” 


SOPs bested wn 4riachmen Sp |0)7 and forest managemen related design specifi ations bieted 
in Atachment & pp 120-123 
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Hazardous Materials Management 


Geal 1) Prevent the accurrence of hazardous macnals waste modents on publx lands Vinemize the hurnan health 
threat and the rsh to natural resources from hazardous matenals comamenation through access Comtrol hazard us 
matenal removal comammen and remediavon achoms ft mere protection of human health and the em. rommer’ 
when using of transporting hazardows matenals wastes on publx lands Menemize wastes and preven pediution 
generated on of released on pubix lands and BLM facehmes 


Rationale Hy lau the Burea. of Land Managemen oust protect ms crplovees publix health and resources from 
comarmenation by hazardous mutenals 


| Ne publi lands would he leased of permuted for the storage treatment of drapesal of 
hazardows waste nor would publ lands he leased for purposes of sammary landfills 
Lands may he sold or exchanged for these purposes under an appropriate lends action 


2 Ehemenate the use or transportation of hazardows matenal on torn substances om peiirhn 
lands where feasible Assess risks of authorized use through pryect and actr my planneng 
and modify actions to elumenate of reduce risk to acceptable levels 


3. Imerease education and law enforcemem actions m order to reduce Mlegal daposal of 
hazardous wastes on publ lands 


4 lnvemtory shendoned mine entes lease and perme ones nghts.of way and amy other 
actrv tres that may have praduced a hazardows matenals modem on putin lands As teme 


and budge: allow prortze and mvesngate sites potentially comtameng hazardous 
onaterials 


S Develop special stipulations as part of permets. leases. of actions m order to safeguard 
hurnan health and prevent ony eronmental damage 


For additional RMP decisions regarding managemen! of hacardows material: @hwe we 
Anachment S Standard Operating Procedures Varardows Matenals p | (mk 


Land Tenure and Access 


(seal 1) Reta lands wath sagneficamt resource values om publx ownershap Seek to acquire addmronal lands hav ing 
Pogh publu values through lands action: ach a. exchange donation or wriling seller purchase 


Rationale: As described m FLPMA, Section 102(aK 1), @ ts the policy of the Linited States that the public lands he 
retamed om Federal ownershup, unless « «s determened that diaposa! of a partowlar parce! well serve the natonal 
mierest 


1 Retain approuimately 729.500 acres of BLM lands wither the Management Arcas (sce 
Glossary p 16) shown om Map 4 4dyustment Managemen 4reas m pubix ownership 
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fow the lomg term 


Prormes for land tenure adpustments would he the ‘ollowmng acquire lands wath ingh 
rescmrce vahues Comsctadate putix lands resetve unawthonzed use comflcts provide for 
wrvhe! treaty uses purser pein accooes and facrmate threatened endangered apecies reco. 
ery 


Repenen wetland and floadplam hebast om id be exchanged tut only for areas 
comamung "panan wetland or flodplan habtat wath equal or gremer \abucs for recre. 
atom access wridiefe fishenes and tadrversty Such exchanges would have to balance 
comelar resource values for each mmdrv dual exchange although both tracts of land would 
ret have te be wether the howndanes of the (halls Resource Area Where possitle land 


exchanges would he made to fac rtate rece ery of thremened of endangered species 


Lands acquered for qnecial values each as umoue on fragele resources would he retamned 
wm Federal ownership and manage to martian or mmprove those qrecial values for which 
they were acquered 


Reta the BLM adjustment parcel located at TIAN, R22E. See 21, $1 INE. NESE (nce 


Map 4 Adjustmem Managemen 4reas) m puble ownersiup. unless exchanged for 
equr sient resource vabue Pahsemoroe River fromage 


Approsematety ) 2011S acres of BLM land have been identified for pesertial drapesal coly 
exchange for private parcels kx ated wethen the ( belly Slough Wetland ( onsery ation 
Prevect area (see Map /4 (hull) Slough Wetland ( omervanon Propet 4rea and Map 4 
4dpevtmem! Managemen 4rea,) An addvtiona!l > 96) acres would he ay aviatle for evther 
Chilly Slough or State of idaho exchange only Note The exchange restriction 
described herem do net apply to lands under exesting agrowltural or acCupan ) treapass 
ot lands treted as sale parcels m@ Anachmen /*. p 15! 


Publc rrver fromage along the Mam Salmon Rrver and the Last Fort Selmer River can 
he offered for dexposal prov nied that addvtomal lands «ith gremer or equal re. crce + ahues 
(eg ret fromage publ access and associated mpanan values) are acquired Comourrenthy 
cm a case by case hase Tracts meeting the definmon of cmmed lands and umourveved 
lands (see Glomery, pp 178 and 185) would mot be cubyect to te requiremem if 
Opportunies arme crane pri access Cyromgh ac qerctian of addietronal lames 


Reta om pele ownervhep all areas Comtameng “atroe Amencan burma! areas (see ( ultural 
Resources, Goal |, #12. p 42) 


Reta pebin lands Comtareng cultural resources ehgitle to he beted om on bested om the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRP) (eee Gleesery, p 176) on @ case-by-case 
pases 


Pronto amy land tenure adpustments consult apprapmate federally recogmzed tries to en 
sure protection of tribal tremty mgs 
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Land Temure and Access 


1) Rewmen pubix lands comanung mgnficam paleomotogecal resources om a Case by «ane 
bane 


12 Retain public lends under BLM sdminieretion unless the receiving partics agree to 


Comtemae to marta onto resiowe (if degraded) and permanenth) mara Soentplasn and 
wetiand fumctrom. 


1} Pursue acqursmton of State and private lands m the Donkey Hells ACEC with cmmphasn 


om land exchanges and cooperatrve eflors eth comer amon organization wah as the 
Racty Mowntan fit | oundanon 


14. Purser soquiettion of State lands wites the Bech Creek ACTC 


Geel 2: ‘ively BLM publ lends which may be eveiiatic for Gapossl te achneve purposes cach a (a) 
comeohdanng publn lands to enhance managemem capatelty (>) allowing agricultural emery on (ic) meeteng coher 
verportant peih cbyecthves 


Retienate (ons tidated land panerm would pre de hemier land manageonen are! acieremestraticm for hah pela ane! 
private landowner FLPMA allows for sale or other drapesal of putin lands when amec if Criteria are met ne bembeny 
eden fc ation of those lands during the land use planning process 


Offer sufficremt pubix lands for sale or exchange to mutigate lows of tax revenue to ( unter 
or Lemin counnes that may acow as a result of BLM acqursmtioms of private land needed 


fo GREET erYportan! publ rescrurce cbyect). es 


Omby the BLM tacts wuthen the adpustmenm areas shown om Map 4 4dyevrmenr 
Managemen 4rea: (appronumanety 61 07% acres) would he made ay alate for dropeonal 
under the Feders! Land Policy and Managemen Act (FLPMA) except as follows A 
perce! of land ehach i at rmeue wm a long standeng © ater rights trewnass cetuation may he 
comesdered for exctuonge only as 2 possible resetutiom te the «ater mgs freamass poser 
regardicss of whether the parce! 1 la med . an adpwstmenm area on a marageme area 
sebyent to afl other land tomure adpustmen requirements Comtaened claew Mere on dh PRAIP 
(See Glossary Adjustment Area daposal wacts pp i66 and 0) 


W then the ad-vstrnem areas chown on Mar 4 4drestmen: Managemen dru emai of 
atest 4 WO 4 acres weed be comendered for vale under the fellow omg FLPMA author ces 
(see Anechment |” p 151) 


(2) Agpronenatety |1246) acres would he comendered for sale because they are deffiowh 
and wnecone meal to manage (FLPMA Secton 20 Wan! )) 


(>) Agpronunatety | 48) 2! acres would he comendered for sale hecawse they meet puttin 


Oyectr ves ach as COMaT) cipanser and eComamme developmen (FLPMA Secnom 
20 Mand) 
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(2) sumtaibhe sevke for agnowltural develapmem (NRCS classeficamon 40%. class Il sens 
or beter for cach 40 acre parcel) (see Glossar) soul capabulety classes. p | 62). 


(>) shapes less than 20°. and 


(c) elev ateom bees than 6.300) feet shove sea level 


Ripanan areas flodplarms and wetlands transferred out of publx ownersp would 
comam covenant language m the deed to protect the wetland resewrce vabues from deg 
adatom 


Propesals for dmposal of tracts wethen the adjustment areas (see Map 4 Adyus- 
ment Managemen trea) wowkd he comudered through the NEPA and [D team planneng 


Promess 


Approxsematety 4 9! acres of the 61.07% acres shown as adjustment areas on Uap 4 


Adpesrment Uanagement 4reas would be avaiable for exchange omby woth the State of 
Idaho for State managed lanes 


Tracts of pute land wethen an ACEC may be exchanged for private or State lands with 
of adjacent to the ACHC provided that the acqured laads are of equal or greater benefit 
to the emegrety and management of the asec iated ACEC 


Prior te lease renewal. the BLM would offer to the Seate of Idaho for sale o exchange. 
the tracts of land currently leased t the State of Idaho Bureaw of Acromautas for the 
May and Teen Bindges aerperts The sale or exchange would Comann Covenant language 
that wowld requere the tracts te Comtynue to he used as peta aeretrgs The Tei Bindges 
aicport (about 60 acres) is located im TTN, R208, See 9 SW" and See 17 NE" The May 
Aiport (aout 125 acres) @ located @ TSN, R220. portions of See 19, 20, and 29 


Pubtn lands setter an cxrsteng WSA arch are idemtrfied as adyusumen areas for pemern ial 


draposal (see Uap 4 4dyesrmen: Managemen frees) woull he avaiable for pemennal 
duaposal omty of the WSA ts released from eriderness review 


The motated tract on the south sade of the Trad (reek Read (5) acres) which « proposed 
for removal from the Thowsand Springs ACIC RNA (see ACEC: - Thousand Springs 
ACEC. #1. p 99) would be sdemtfied for potential exchange for lands with comparable 
resource values that would enhance the umegrity of the Thowsand Springs AC FC 
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Coal} ( oneder pubix needs for use authonzapom such as ngits of way icases perme and = ehdrewah 
Rationale Required hy law repulatem and pola 


Exceme for restrchons m WSAs (see Goal }. #) below) allow aghts-of way m Special 
Managemem Areas (SMAs) (see Glossary. p |82) omby of @ Wan he demonstrated that 
there would be no negative effect on the qpecial walucs for which Ghee SMA was 
dewgnated All other BLM lands would be considered for . ghtsof way through 
ome apecefx anatyen ‘No nghtof way leases perms or casenents would he authorized 
on rpanan arcas (as defied m 4ria tmem 4 pp 10S 106) that would bender attamnment 
of the mpanan and aquatx habaat condmoms described m Ara tmenm |‘ (see p 149) 


Rights <t way would he excluded from cxrsteng WSAs Rights of way m WSAs released 
from wriderness review would he comedered under normal BLM procedures 


( ormmue to authonze the follow yng Commun atom sites (see Map (YC commun ation 
Setes) Willow Creet Summa (halls Saturday Mourtamn Poverty Flat Sumer ( rect 
Mactay ATAT EF vahume futur proposals for communk anon sme authonzation on a 
Case by cane bases 


(a) Pursue recommendation for release of Federal Emrgy Regulatory ( om com 
(FERC) wethdrasals a needed Manage areas released from FERC «ahdrawal 
Comsrstemt eth other decrssons on the RMP 


(>) Conenter application for FERC prepects om « case-by-case bese §=6Approval of 
bydropewer nghtsof way would he Comtngenm upon marmenance of ceffiren 
metream flows te ensure progress toward dewred mpanan and aquatn habetat 


condmeons (see Anachmenm /'  p 149) Locate amy new hydropower facies 
ass rated eth the mgivof way cutesde of rypanan areas (as defined mm fia heme 
4 (see pp 105-106) 


“eo new short term permits or long term leases ele te remued for the feilow omg ac trom 
(a) new patie waste draposal emtes (bh) mew on cxrstong prev ate waste draposal ones and 
(0) ses for gterage on deapesal of hazardous matenal  ACCommmeadatc pula demand for 
these types of cites Gherough the sale tacts chown mm Land Tenure. Goal 2) #).p 55 


Lands curventhy winder lease as a lamedifill wend be sok exchanged of otherwise com eyed 
te Custer County or another qualified emty An addmmenal 280 acres of BLM lands 
adjacent te the exrsteng landfill ome wend he Comedered for comveyvamce te ( uster ( curry 


as landfill ¢ 8 pameccn 


Prer to approval of amy pubic demand land wees consul appropriate federally 
recogmzed trvhes te ensure protection of trvhel treaty rights 


Ne yghts of way for water to he drverted from petiix land by a prrvate (lamman would 
om) w grammed of (a) the dversscom facchty 1 comtrofiahle measurable and on designed 
to dyvert at mest that amen of emer mecmemed om the emer mgt and (bh) the drversem 
would have ne .gneficant umpact on exrsteng resource values and (<) granting the nghr 
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of-way would not adversely affect acheevememt of mpanan management or aquatic 
obyectives. and (d) when appropnate. the drverwon facility « desagned and constructed m 
accordance with the latest fish screening and bypass cracna. When renewing cxisting 
nghts-of-way for water diverwon, stipulate the renewed nght-of-way to achieve (a), (b). 
ic) and (d) above, to the extent possibic. 


Geal 4: Elummat onsuthorized use of public lands 


Rationale: Required by law. regulations. and policy 


te 


Resolve bong term agncultural or occupancy trespass through termination or through 
authorization by lease. sale, or exchange where such actions would meet other important 
publac obyectrves Terminate and rehabilitate new trespasses. Short term permits may be 
used to authorize apnculteral or occupancy trespass while resolution ts being pursucd 


Unauthorized uses which are terminated and involved ground-disturtung activ mes would 
be seeded with an appropriate seed mix within & months (sce Anachment A Design 
Specifications, “General,” #2-4, pp. 120-121). Cost for reclamation of mtentional wespass 
would be mecurred by the violator 


Goal §: Improve managemem of the public lands through mereased access for public enjoyment. admunistratrve 
needs. and pursust of tribal treaty mghts 


Rationale: | egal access across private. State. and other Federal lands » often necessary for management of public 
lands. and Sechon 205 of FLPMA authorizes the acquisition of acoess where necessary to better manage public lands 


es 


Attempt to acquere legal access through purchase. evchange. of donation as follows 


(a) nen-motorized, legal. public acoews to McDonald Creek, Fox Crock, Pine Creek. and 
Twn Bridges ( reek. 


(b) motorized, legal, public access to Mill Crock, Big Creek. the Donkey Hills. and 
Meadow Crock m the Pahumero: Valicy. 


ic) legal, public access m French Crock, Sullrwan Creek, Allison Creek. Comenmal Fiat, 
and Lyon Creck and nonmotorized legal. publi acoess m Cow Crock, 


id) legal. public acoems to Bady Crock Harry Canyon and Navarre Creek, and 


ie) the casement: shown m Amac 22, p. 158 would be pursued to ensure public 
access to BLM roads 


Marmtam or emprove public access to public lands through covenant language im al! land 
tenure adjustments 
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: Manage livestock grazing levels m line with the lung term capacity of the land. considering muluple use 
ani dinate wahitte. to martam. improve. or make sigmficant progress toward improving ecological condition 
as follows Increase the percent of stream mparian wetland arcas im proper functioning condition (as defined m 
Attachment | Riparian-Wetland Area Function Classification, pp. 101-102) from 35 8% (based on the most recent 
mpanan functionality assessments) to 75%. within S years Increase rangelands im the late scral to Potential Natural 
Community (PNC) stage from 37.1% (based on the most recent range inventories) to 40% by 2009. Reduce the 
percentage of public rangelands m the carly scral stage from 16.2% (based on the most recent! range inventories) to 
10% by 2009 


Rationale: Managing livestock grazing levels in line with the long term capability of the land » m accordance with 
FLPMA, Sec 103 ic). The ecological condition goals are from The State of the Public Rangeland: 1990, The Range 
of Our Vision (BLM 1990) 


1. Manage livestock grazing activities to ensure achievement and maimtenance of. oF 
significam progress toward achies ing. fundamentals of rangeland health. and standards tor 
rangeland health and guidelines for livestock grazing management (per 45 CFR 4180) 


Continue cxrsting livestock grazing preference allocations of $1,069 AL Ms for the shon 
term Conduct vegetative monnonng (¢ g. utilization patiern mapping (1 PM). coological 
site imventory (ESI)) to determine appropriate long term stocking levels lnetial proority 
would be to establish stacking rates for the following allotments: Burm Creck. Bear ( rock. 
Bayhorse, Countyline, Dry Creek. Herd Crock. Lower Goldburg. Sage Creck. Viewntam 
Springs (San Felipe). Upper Pahbsimero:, and Warm Springs 


te 


3. Approxmmately 771.224 acres (97 3°s of the Resource Arca) would continue to be open 
to managed livestock grazing 


(a) The following areas would continue to be closed to livestock grazing 


Cronk’s Canyon Bighorn Sheep Pasture | 496 acres 
Morgan Creek Bighorn Sheep Pasture 1.64) acres 
Bruno Creek Allotment (mening) 2.37% acres 
Sand Hollow Arca (watershed) 3.332 acres 
Maim Gulch Area (watershed) 9.1% acres 
East Fork Salmon River Bench (ACEC) 78 acres 
Summut Creek exclosure (plants) JOS actes 

Total 20.367 acres 


(b) In addition, close the south half of the Highway Allotment (976 acres) to livestock 


grazing (sce Livestock Grazing. Goal |, #12. p 61). (Also see Wap 2” Gracing 
Closures.) 
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4 Revise cxssting Allotment Management Plans (AMPs) as needed. through compiction of 
a watershed assessment and development of an Lmegrated Resource Activity Plan (IRAP) 
(see Attachment 2 Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 
103) For allotments without an cxisting AMP. consider livestock grazing managemeni 
im the development of IRAPs for geographical areas which include those allotments. 
Prority would be grven to those watersheds with special status fish species concerns. as 
shown im Fishenes, Goal |, p. 45. Crena for grazing nparian arcas would be included: 
see Riparian Areas. Goal |, #4 - 7. pp. 79-80, Anachment 3) Component Practices for 
Grazing Management in Licu of BMPs, p. 104, and Fisheries, Goal |, #4, p. 46 


S Plan, design. and manage land use activities. including grazing management acvions and 
range improvement projects. located on the (a) Morgan Creck, Cronk’s Canyon, East Fork 
Salmon River, and Burch Creck Mud Springs Gulch bighom sheep winter ranges (see Map 
1° Bighorn Sheep Winter Ranges) ot the (b) Willow Creek Summa or Donkey Hills clk 
winter ranges (see Map 2/ Elk Winter Ranges and Donkey Hills Calving Area) tw ensure 
the continued viability of bughorn sheep and clk populations dependent on these key 
habuat arcas. Fully analyze any potenual for adverse effects on the viability of bighorn 
sheep or clk populations im appropnatc site-specific NEPA documentation 


6 Develop vegetative monstorng to measure site-specific objectives. Prontuze monitoring 
of | category allotments (sce Glowsen definmon allotmem categonzation. p 166) Use 
Vieumum VMonnorig Standards and other approved methods | mphasize monstonng of 
perenmal mpanan systems with high potential for umprovement Climatic monitoring 
would coment of prmanly Natonal Oceanographx and Atraesphern Administration 
(NOAA) and remote arca weather station (RAWS) ste deia = itase exe adjustments on 
Moanitorme results 


~ Use the followmg utehzahen crtena ie Giessen) uthzahon. utshzahen critena. p 18S) 
on key areas of upland sites («here an ID team has determened the key arca and key spe- 
ores) to determune the praper ume to move lvestack to the newt pasture m « grazing 
system of from the allotment 


Yawn vt Los Ac) Dieses All Other 
Neo As) Specie» 
Larly Pro to Bows “Pr. “. 
(ritcal Bet to b howermg ur. “rr. 
Late After blowerng or. “wr. 
Dormant [\ormnant « enter wr. or. 


See (leer dcfinen wou of ow p if! 

Age ferum ron yp atem Dluchum fh « hcsigrass 

Cm wtes where an 1D team has determuned that the health end vigor of Muchunch 
wheatgrass arc lew than satrefactorn a lower utrhizaten level or one of more vears of rest 
would he initiated 


Knowledgeable and reasonable practices (see Glossary, p. 17S) other than the utilization 
levels listed above ic ¢. alternative stubble height critena) may be used to determune the 
teeming of livestack movements Any alternative utilization levels other than those listed 
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is 


above would be based on the following (a) current scientific Imerature or other applicable 
study results whch document the biological effects of the alternative levels of use on the 
key species, (b) the recommendanons of an mterdiscyplinary tearn responsible for review - 
ing. imterpreting and documenting the scientific literature or study results, and (c) a site- 
specific environmental assessment to document how the alternative critena would help 


Manage livestock grazing to ensure progress toward the mpanan and aquatic habmat 
conditions described in Anachment /5 (sce p. 149). See the stubble height criteria, bank 
Goal |, #4-7 (see pp. 79-80). 


Continue existing management (including penodic grazing) of the Anderson Ranch mpan- 
an pasture to ensure progress toward the mpanan and aquatic habitat conditions described 
im Attachment /5 (see p. 149). Develop riparian pastures and riparian study exclosures 
throughout the RA where an ID team identifies the opportunity 


Manage rangeland sites for late serail o: Potential Natural Community to meet the ob- 
jectives stated in Goal |, unless an ID team determines during activity planning \.at some 
other Desired Plant Community would better achieve multiple use and meet the goals of 
rangeland health Indicators of rangeland health would include (a) sor! stability and water- 
shed fur tion, (b) d.stribution of nutrients and energy, (c) recovery mechanisms, and (d) 
In all fish-bearng streams. design grazing practices to be consistent with attamnmment of or 
progress toward the mpanan and aquatic habrtat conditions described in dnachment | § (see 
p. 149) When necessary. locate livestock handling and management facilities and 
activities outside mpanan areas (see Upland Watershed, Goal |, #2. p. 87) 


Combine or split allotments as needed. to provide mcreased management flexibility om 
meeting mpanan and upland objectives For highway safety reasoms. combine the north 
half of the Highway Allotment with the Lathe Morgan Creek Allotment and close the 
south half of the Highway Allotment 


Grazing privileges that are lost, rewred. relinquished. canceled. or have base property wold 
without transfer would have attached AL Ms held for watershed protection and wildlife 
habrtat until allowment vegetative otvectives are reached Once vegetative objectives are 
reached, these Al '“« would remaim unallocated to any particular livestock permutice, but 
may be used to ue “hot term (less than three years) flexibility to permutices for vege- 
tation treatment: .* «' er management actions affecting thew base permit 


Manage all water...cus m the Resource Area to achneve 70% vegetative cover on uplands 
as measured prior to grazing, or, for sites not capable of achieving 70% cover, 9% of 
cover achievable under Potential Natural Community 


Coordimate with aprropnate Federally recogmized tribes on range practices and manage- 
ment that may affect pursuit of tribal treaty nights 
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16 Allacate nomuse AUMs to watershed protection, wildlic habnat. plant marmienance. and 


17 


improvement of ecological condman to meet related aliotmem obyectr.es Nonuse Al Ms 
may be authorized for temporary nonrencwable use after an ID team has determined that 
related allotment of yectrves are bemg met 


Exclude lrvestack from the portions of developed recreatem sites isce Glossary, p. 170) 
which receive micnsive use and are lnted below. as well as appropratc portion of 
recreation sites developed m the future 


Mackay Reservow 

Pimo Crock Recreation Sue (Garden Crock) 
Upper East Fork Campground (Little Bewider Crock) 
Jommy Smith Lake ( ampground 

Last Fork Recreation Sue 

Summ Creek Recreation Sue 

Bayhorse Creek Recreation Sic 

Deadman Hole Recreation Site 

Wood Creek Recreation Sue (Dugway) 

Rownd Valley Recreation Site (Challis Bridge) 
Morgan Creek Recreation Sue 

Herd Lake ( ampground 

Herd Lake Overlook 

Bison Jump Recreation Site 

( ottame ood Recreation Site 


t achude Inestack from areas of Lnown human burnal Concentrations 


Creal 2: brmprenc Inv estack distribution to meet resource management otye tres and emprove overall range conditoms 


Rationale: Managing 11s evtack movements » necewsary to achreve RMP and act ity plan objectives 


( Ontemue bo foquere PETMIMCes to marta; range mmpros ements (to current HIM standards) 
that are under cooperative agreement or perma Livestack would not be allowed m a 
Pasture unt! range umprovements under Couperatrye agreement or permet are functional 
and properly mamtainned The BLM would comtenue to marta cxclosures as needed 


Prescribed burns and wedings would be dome to promote a vanety of resource abyeutives. 


mn hudeng ecosystem health and diverwty See Rangeland \ egetation Treatment Proyects 
(soa! |, #2 ip. 73) for further ormena 


( se land treatments range wnprovements and umproved grazing management as tools to 
achreve multple resource objectives | valuate existing seedings for retreatment before 
amy new seedings are done within a given allotment Authorize permanent increases in 
lvestack preference as a result of range wmprovement projects only after an ID team has 
performed an allotment analysis and determoned that resource management obyectives for 
the allotrnent have been met 
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Livestock Grazing ‘ Minerals 


4 Contmue to use allotment categorizations (sec Glossary p 166) to help establish pnonty 


for rangeland monnornng and mstallanon of range mmprovements See Appendix F liem 
| Allotment Summary, pp 644-645 


For addimonal decisions regarding management of livestocd grazing, also see applicable 
standard operating procedures in Attachment 5 ipp. 107-112) and applicable design 
specifications im Attachment & (pp. 120-123) 


Minerals 


Management Decisions Which Apply to Development of All Types of Minerals: (sce 
Glossary. ‘Leasable Minerals. p. 175, Locatable Minerals. p. 176. and Salcable 
Minerals, p. 181) 


te 


Apply “muincrals” design specifications (Amechment &. p. 122) and “general” standard 
operating procedures (Antachment Sp. 107) as appropriate 


Areas of known concentrations of human burials would be withdrawn from locatable 
muneral entry and mincral material disposal, and stipulated no surface occupancy for the 
purposes of energy and non-cnergy mineral leasing (sce Cultural Resources. Goal |. #12. 
p. 42) 


( aordmnate and consult with appropnate Federally recogmzed inhes on proposed munecral 
developments which may affect Indian trust resources and pursurt of tribal treaty mghts 


Wild and Scemc River segments which are found suntable or have a sustabelity finding 
deferred until a later coordmated suntability study sce WSR. pp 9-100) would be open 
to muneral development ‘energy muneral development would be subject to standard 
stipulation ~ see Goal | “Note” below). of consent with the mamtenance of WSR 
values (sce WSR. Goal |. #1. p 98) and management of muncral development m npenan 
areas (sce Minerals, Goal |, #6. Cioal 2. #6 and Goal }. #5. pp 64 and 6m) 


Geal 1: “Manage the Federal mineral estate m the Resource Arca for ol. gas. and geothermal exploration and 
development, while minimizing adverse impacts to other resource valucs (see Glowery leasable munerals. p 17S) 


Rationale: Federal regulations provide for management of leasing and development to prevent unnecessary ad\ erve 
effects on other resource \ abucs 


Note: The following phrases have specific meanings where they are used im decisions im this section 


Suhject to standard lease stipulations - Some ot all of the 10 lease stipulations listed in Anachment /0. pp. 135. 
143 (including the no surface cocupancy (NSO) stipulation - #}) may be applied on a case-by-case basis when 
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an Application for Perma to Drill (APD) is received by the BLM from 2 company mending to conduct 
exploratory drilling 


Suhject to the no surface occupancy (NSO) stipulation - tn ad3imon to other @andard lease wtipulation., the 
special no surface occupancy stipulation listed m Anachment /0 (Supulanon 3. p 138) may be apphed to APDs 
on a site-specific basis on areas less than 40 acres m size oF 1/4-mile im width to protect important resource 
vahues 


Mandatory no surface occupancy stipulanon - in addmon to other standard lease stipulations. the «pecial no 
surface cocupancy sthpulation histed m Anachment /0 (Supulanon }.p 138) would apply. without exception, 
t that portion of the lease arca which overlaps the area dentified m the management decimmon 


| Approximately 650,856 acres (#2 '°. of the Challis Resource Arca) would be open for oil, 
gas. and geothermal leaseng. wrth urseretonary or mandatory lease stipulations to protect 
res arce values as shown m #3.7 hcsow (see Amachment 1/0 Leasable Minerals Stipula- 
tions, pp. 135-143) 


te 


The existing carngrounds and recreation sites listed im Anachment 2/, pp. 156-157 
(1,450.76 acres) and existing WSAs (140.260 acres). unless released from wilderness 
review (see Goal |, #4 below), would continue to be closed to ofl, gas, and geothermal 


energy development 


3 Special Recreation Managemen Areas (SRMAs) (see Map 40 SRMAs) would be open 
to orl, gas, and geothermal leasing. subyect to the no surface occupancy stipulation 
protect recreational and scemic valucs (see Attachment /0, Supulaton 3, p. 138) 


4. Uf released from wilderness review, suitable WSAs (58.930 acres) would be open & ail, 
gas. and geothermal leasing. subyect to the no surface occupancy stipulation. nonsurtable 
WSAs (101.330 acres) would be open © ofl, gas, and geothermal leasing. subyect to stan- 
dard stipulations (sce Map 42 WSAs). (Currently, all WSAs are closed to onl, gas. and 
geothermal! leasing ) 


S ACbCs (88,206 acres) (ere Map 4 ACEC: - General Location) would be open to oil, 
gas. and geotherm si leaseng, subj: .1 to standard stipulations to protect resource values 


6 ip mpanan areas not within fish-boering streams. ol, gas. and geot*ermal lease activities 
would be reviewed and modified on « case-by-case basis to protect mpanan and aquatic 
habutats A mandatory NSO stspulaton would apply to energy muneral leases on mpanan 
areas in salmon, steelhead out, and bull trout watersheds. Energy muneral activities 
npanan areas along all fish-bearmng streams would be designed. constructed. and operated 
© as not to hinder attaunment of the mpanan and aquatx habriat condmons described im 
Anachment 15,9. 149 
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Minerals 


Geal 2: Provide saleable and num-energy leasable munereis to meet lacal demand whele menemirmg adverse empacts 
to other resource values (sce Glossary saleable munerah., p 181, lcasable munerals. p 175) 


Rationale: Fodrera! lew allows for sale. lease. and scume free use of coma, caoera! maternals to mect local needs 
subyect to apphcable regulations 


Nete: The followmg phrases have specifi meanings where they are used m decmmons m thes section 


Subject to standard lease stipulations - Some ot ali of the 10 lease stipulations ted mm Anactiment /0 pp 115. 


143 (mchudeng the no surface occupancy stipulation - #3) may be apphed to non-energy menerai leases on a case- 
by case bast © protect mmpoctant resource values 


Mandatory no surface occupancy stipulation - in addmon to other standard lease stepulatiom. the no surface 
eccupancy stipulation listed m 4mechmen /0 (Supulaton 3. p 138) would apply, without exception, to that 
portion of the non-energy muneral lease area which overlaps the area identified mm the management decrsun 


Approumately 632.284 acres of public lands (79 8°. of the RA) would be apen to mineral 
matenals diposal Approxmmatcly 650.856 acres of public lands (82 1° of the RA) would 
he apen to non-energy muncral leayng. with discretionary or mandatory lease stipulation 
for protection of other resource values 


The campgrowads and recreation sites luted m Anachment 2/. pp. 156-157 (1450.76 
acres) and exssting WSAs (140.260 acres). unless released from wilderness review (see 
Goal 2, #5 below), would continue to be closed to mineral materials dieposal and non- 


energy mueneral leaseng 


Mineral maternal diaposals and leasing of non-energy munerals would be allowed om 
SRMAs when the actions are determined through the ID team and NEPA process to & 
consstem with mamtenance of Special Managemen Arca values To man’ um 
recreational and scenic “alucs mm the Upper Salmon River and Upper Big Low River 
SRM As. mineral maternal disposals and non-energy leasing would be limited to cxssting 
sites and sites not visible from the Salmon River or upper Big Low River oF the following 
roads: Trail Creek Road, East Fork Road, Highway 7S. and Highway 9) South, unless « 
site ape fic soem quality assesement determines there would be no signifi am wnpact to 
SRMA resources (sce Map 40 SRMAs) 


Mineral -viernal disposals and non-energy muneral leasing would be allowed im AC ECs 
when the acthoms are determuned through the ID tearm and NEPA process to he Comustont 
with mamtenance of ACEC values’ The Lone Bord a. Malm Gulch Germer Baw 
ACEC. (17,792 acres) would be closed to rackhoanding. collection of mineral maternals. 
and muneral material sales (eee Map //  4C ECs - Lone Bird ACEC and Map!) AC ECs 
- Malm Guich’/Germer Basin ACEC) 
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S WW eekased from wilderness review, suttable WSAs (ap to 34.990 acres) would remain 


closed to nam-energy munerals leaseng and munera! maternal sales. momeurtable WSAs would 
be apened to muneral maternal sab s and non-energy munecrals leaseng. subyect to standar’ 
supulanoms (Currently al] WSAs are closed to nam-cnergy menerals icaseng and muncral 
material sales } 


In mpanan arcas not witha fish-bearng streams menerai matenal and non-cnergy leasing 
actrviies would be reviewed and madified on a case-by case bases to protect mpanan and 
aquatk habaats Ripanan arcas im salmon. stecthead trout. and bull trout « atervheds would 
be closed to muneral maternal sale and extrachon and non-energy leasing. and ancillary 
muneral facrhtres would not be permuted “ieneral materal and non-energy leasing 
activities om fish-bearnng wtreans outside salmon. steecthead trout. and bull trout watersheds 
would be desgned constructed and operated so as not to bender attamment of the mpanan 
and aquatec habitat condimons described m Anachment /5,p. 149. 


Goal 3: Marta the a: aslatelity of public lands for lacatable muneral exploranen and development (see Glowarn 
lcatatle munetals. p 176) Moenemuze adverse effects of lacatable mineral development actrvety on other resources 


Rationale: bh  bederal policy to allew sevelopmem of Federal mineral resources and promote reclamation of 


disturted lands “irneral exploration and development are a statuton) nght on unappropnated and unreserved publ « 
lands. cxcom where specifically wethdrawn from meneral entry under Secretanal or Congress: oma! authority 


tz 


Approxemately 791.116 acres of the Federal mmmeral estate m the Resource Arca (99 8%s) 
would he epen te lecatable muneral entry 


The campgrounds and recreation sites ted mm Amachment 2/. pp 1%6-157 (1450.76 
ares) wowkd contenue to he wethdrawn from locatable muneral entry 


I released fromm wridermess renew. suntathe WSAs (18.980) acres) would he recummended 
tow wrthdrawal from locatable meneral entry to marmtam prmetrve values, nomurtable 
WSAs (10110 acres) would be open to ncatable muneral developmen = (Currently, all 
WSAs are apen to locatable muneral entry. subyect to ret schhoms defined m the Imtenm 
Managemen Policy and Gandelnes for Lands Lander Wilderness Review (BLM IVS 


lt s would be anew to lecatatle meneral cot. eetyect te appreve! of « plan of 
opetahem ine Map 4 4090s. General Lecwton) 


Lon atahe meneral acthy mes om mpaenan areas not withen fish bearmng stream would be 
reviewed and mod:fied on a case-Dy case bases to protect mpanan and aquatx habvtats 
Locatable muneral actrihes m mparan areas along fieh-bearing atreams would be de 
wegned Constructed and operated was not to hender sttanment of the mpanar and aquat« 
habutat condom descrited m dnachment (5p '49 
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Minsmem Seeomfiow — Seosnmes Weed latesigtem: 


Minimum Streamflow 


Geel 1: Massam mpenan sree. emprove fish mugration decrease fish mortabty. provide for recreational 
OPportunmes and maniac aewtheti s by facsitateng the acquismon of menemaum streamfloes 


Rationate, Dew atering of utrewm: has the potential to negate mpanan and aquatx habaat empro. omen cfiorm Lat 
of water also creates a problem for fish magration recreational purwwets and acstheta + 


| The BLM would support those actrwitics designed to scquire minimum etreamflows 
crosseng and benefitting BLM lands 


2 Pursue oovhcations to the Idaho Water Resewroes Board for adequate mimmum ctrearm 


flows « une rate of at least one per year to protect mpanan and fisheries habaat and recre 


ance opportunities following procedures and the bret of streams shown om Arte hmem | 4 
Prox dures for Minumum Sireamflow Applic anon p \ 4% 


Noxious Weed Infestations 


Geal i: Reduce potential for new infestatiom of noxious weeds (see Glomern p 177) 
Raettionate. Prevention of weed mfestatom « generally more eflectrve than eradication of estatished populations 


| Seed used for revegetation preyects on BLM putin laws would he cernfied weed free ter 
\dah Montana Oregon and | tah nei & eeds 


te 


Feeding of commercial aock of wildiife wath hay may be allowed on FV lends after 
review by an [Dteam «The feeding perme hedder would he requered to feed omy Certified 
weed free hav and \) chemenatc am new seed mmtestatem ew hach may resell fromm thes food 
mg tncedental beewteck feeding eeth hey would net roguere an ID) team reveew bet 
cettified weed tree hay «ould he requered 


Cea 2) Devetup am act c weed mm emen program bh trameng publn land user and Bl VM perunne! in weed whet 
fg aot ne wy 


Raevtenete, infiextatiom are mow effectnet) treated when emal! and medated het each popelatom arc diffx alt to 
cate 


i Coondmae woth Fodersl, State, and lace: agencies and private landowner m the 
identification of weed treatment areas 


2 Provede trasneng fer BLM personne! on wooed sdentficeton, habuats. and life cycles. and 
the wmportance of noxious weed Mm emtones 
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\ Usehae the presence of putin land wer ie g peters recreatomets hummer) for weed 
ventory by Gevelopeng « “weed watch” program 


Coat) ( ortro! capandeng populatiom reduce le ge mfcwatom and clremnae wmall popelaom of notes weeds 
that thremen of empact other resources 


Rationste: Weed miewatons reduce the value of th publn lands for fo age production. recreation thadrversiy. 
and wiidivfe infestanems on pubix lands are 2 threat to adjacemt property idahe's noxious weed law requires 
Property owners to comtral nowsrows weed mmficutatiom on thew lands 


| Treat noxsows weed mfestations at the rate of atean |S acres per year utrhzing mmegrated 
pest managemem (see Glossary p 174) Recagmazing the contribution to tradrversity of 
fate Pormcmows plants comtral of natrve Pomonaws plants wowkd he Comudered om a (ase 
by case bases through the [D team planwng process 


> Set priority contre! areas wemg the following criteria (a) target apecies © 2 non-native 
noxious weed, and (>) target population «& emall and teclated § Tresment of native 
ivasrve plant apecees (¢ ¢ . lorkaper) would be a lower prierity 


1 Chemical teatments on BLM pubix lands would he appled on super ised by persenne! 
cemified as pesticide applicators by the State of Idaho or the BLM 


4 Explore mmegrated pest management optiom for populations that are difficult to treat 
through comentional (hertecide) treatment (large papulameoms popelatioms mm semsstrve 
areas remete populations) 


5 Mowrtor the eflectr eness of noxsows weed treatment on an annual hase 


6 Serertrve areas (recreation ete. areas 6 then ©O feet of perenmal on amenmrmen «act and 
areas of human concentration of habeta on) would he treared emetially eth mom « hermn a! 
shernatr es Chemical treatments may be apphed of nen <chemmecal shernatrves prov ide 
rade uate Commerc! 


7 Apphcann for mgtins of way other land use authonzatiom and recreatan perms on Bl VM 
publi lands wowld he reapometle for monies «eed prevertean ame ccmtrod as ac cmmebetecn 
of the nghtof way land we suthonzaten of perm (see 4m temew § Yonderd (ier 
ating Prewedures - Land Tenure and Accom, #9. p 110) 


bt caababvtecmea! RMP dev icom: regarding management of morvnm: weeds Che we Mita hmen 
5 Seeederd Operenag Procedures « Nowe Woods. pp (10-11! 
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Off-highway Vehicle Use 


Geal 1: Prowsde anportunmes for off tagheay webucle (OMY) wae (see Glomery p 178) whee leeeting OV ane 
on areas where that use wowkd Cause degradation to ather resources + ahucs 


Rationale | eders! reguiatom require the BLM to dexgnane all pubin lands a coher men femmed of cbemed te 
off mghway vetacte use (see Gheser) off tughe ay wetucte use Gengnation p | 8) 


| (a) Unless an area has on expanded master of = dewgnated a “closed” to OWN use 
(see Goal |, #)-7 below), off-tighway vetucle (ONV) ese Groughow the Chalin 
Resemmce Area would be desgnated as “hrmnmed” to exrsting roads vet le way. and 
rads yearlong (see Glossary “exmteng roads. vebucle ways and tank” p |’) and 
“off tughway vebicle wee Gesignation.” p 17% ako we Map 1) OFT Lee) (Note: 
Amy newly constructed road tar or parting area authorzed by the lM during the 
befe of the RMP would he comendered an “exrsteng” road of trae ) 


(>) Except for @ existing WS As (sce Goal |, #32 below) aff OV lemtation: wither the 
Resource Area (Goal |. #1. 2h kc. 4 and 6) would allow motored vetwle travel 
away from exrstung fomds vetuch ways amd track under the fedhow eng (on urmetarn es 


it) 
a 
AD 


(4) 


wether | 4 mule of exrsteng roads vetbwcle ways and tras to retneve dow ned 
hy game 

wither 100 feet of exrsting roads. vetucle ways and tras for Gerect acres to 
Campenes on te cat frewond 

wnmmedwicty adjacent to roads vetecte ways and tral for perpeses san has 
Parting turmeng around of passeng another vetn le ame 

if the wetucle weigte 1.500 pounds of lees GVW and & reveling on @ leow 
er omc hes of COnTEMeES Rew COVET 


tc) Exoepe for m exsting WS As (ere Goel | #1e below) temporary cxoentiom would 
be authorized te the lemetatrons and closures lated m Goel | *! ” for 


2) 
i 


te 


am mebaary fe cmergeny of ise crfercemen vet te @ hele on Meng used 
for COROT PER) PeErTROses 

am vetucle @ offices! use and 

amy vetule ehose ase 6 capressh) authonzed m erteng by the euthornzed 
offwer 


The fefloweng ON closures of lenaatom fer the protection of AC TC vahucs would he 


croeptrom to the RA esde emnanen dew ned @ Geel | #! shove 


(a) )«6These ACEC» would be Gengnated “closed” te OV ane 


‘i 
(2) 
a 


Lone Ged ACEC (alee wee ACEC s. Lone Bed ACEC. #2. 9 15) 
baw Fork Selmoe River Bench ACEC 
Sand Holiew ACT 
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(b) These ACECs would be designated “limited” to OHV use, with “limitations” 
described in (1) through (4) below (see Map 33: OHV Use) (Note: the provisions 
of #1(b) and (c) above would apply): 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


Malm Guich’Germer Basin ACEC: To reduce the hazard of erosion. motorized 
vehicle use m the Maim Guich’Germer Basin ACEC would be limited to the 
existing road from Highway 93 to a point of closure in the NW 1/4, Section 
28, TIZN, RIGE See Map 12: ACECs - Malm Guich’/Germer Basin ACEC. 


Summit Creek ACEC: Motorized travel in the Summit Creek ACEC would be 
limited to the Howe-May Road, the area south of the existing campground 
road, and the access route to Barney Hot Springs. See Map & ACECSs - 
Summit Creek ACEC/RNA and Donkey Hills ACEC. 


Herd Creek Watershed ACEC: The existing trail below Herd Lake and road 
above Herd Lake would be designated “closed” to OHV use and maintained 
as trails for non-motonzed use only. Motorized vehicle use im the remainder 
of the Herd Creek Watershed ACEC would be limited to existing roads and 
vehicle ways. See Map 10: ACECs - Herd Creek Watershed ACEC/RNA. 


Birch Creek ACEC; Donkey Hills ACEC: Motorized vehicle travel in the 
Birch Creek ACEC and Donkey Hills ACEC would be prohibited during the 
winter spring peniod between December 16 and Apni! 30. inclusive, and limited 
to existing roads, vehicle ways and trails between May | and December 15, 
inclusive. (Nete: Access to private lands in the Donkey Hills ACEC would 
be accommodated.) See Map 6: ACECs - Birch Creek ACEC and Map &. 
ACECs - Summit Creek ACEC/RNA and Donkey Hills ACEC. 


The following OHV closures or limitations in WSAs and WSAs if released from 
wilderness review would be exceptions to the RA-wide limitation described in Goal |, #1! 
above (see Map 33: OHV Use and Map 42: Wilderness Study Areas. ;. 


(a) Designated WSAs: Except for the road closures stated below, OHV use in WSAs 
would be limited to roads, vehicle ways, and trails that were identified im the Idaho 
Intensive Wilderness Final Inventory (November 1980). 


In the Burnt Creek WSA the Dry Creek Road would be closed to motorized 
vehicle use in the N 1/2, Sec. 1, TYN, R24E for safety reasons and to maintain 
primitive values (see Map 44: WSAs - Burnt Creek WSA). 


In the Jerry Peak WSA, the existing trail below Herd Lake and road above 
Herd Lake would be closed to motorized vehicle use to maintain primitive 
values, and maintained as trails for non-motorized use only (see Map 47: 
WSAs - Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs). 


Any non-emergency motorized vehicle use off of existing roads, vehicle ways and 
trails in a WSA must (a) be specifically authorized by the BLM prior to use and (b) 
satisfy nonimpairment criteria (Interim Management Policy for Lands Under 
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Wilderness Review, Manual H-8550-1 (7/95). page 15). 


(b) WSAs if Released: Except for the road closures stated below, OHV use in WSAs 
if released from wilderness review would be limited to roads, vehicle ways, and 
trails that were identified in the Idaho Intensive Wilderness Final Inventory 
(November 1980). 


(1) In the Burnt Creck WSA the Dry Creck Road would be closed to motorized 
vehicle use in the N 1/2, Sec. 1, TIN, R24E for safety reasons and to maimtain 
primitive values (see Map 44: WSAs - Burnt Creek WSA). 


(2) In the Jerry Peak WSA, the existing trail below Herd Lake and road above 
Herd Lake would be closed to motorized vehicle use to maintain primitive 
values, and maintained as trails for non-motorized use only (see Map 47: 
WSAs - Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs). 


(Note: The provisions stated in Goal |, #1(b) and (c) above would apply in WSAs 
if released from wilderness review ) 


OHV use in the following areas would be designated as “limited” to protect wildlife 
values, with the limsations as follows: Motorized vehicle travel would be prohibited 
during the winter’spring period between December 16 and April 30. inclusive. Motorized 
vehicle travel would be restricted to existing roads, vehicle ways. and trails between May 
1 and December 15, inclusive. See Map 33: OHV Use. 


(a) Old Stage Road 

(b) Carlson Hills (4,200 acres) 

(c) Willow Creek Summit clk winter range 
(d) Donkey Hills ACEC 

(ce) Birch Creek ACEC 

(f} Second Spring Basin 


The Lone Bird ACEC and the upper |/2-mile of Devil Canyon Road would be designated 
as “closed” to OHV use yearlong to protect cultural resources. Physically close the upper 
1/2-mile of Devil Canyon Road. Physically close the existing road in the Lone Bird 
ACEC from the NE 1/4, NE 1/4, Section 13, TI2N, RIGE to the NW 1/4, SE 1/4, Section 
19, TI2N, R20E to prevent unauthorized use. (See Map 33: OH) Use and Map // 
ACECs - Lone Bird ACEC.) 


The Bluett Creek Road, French Creek Road, and Shay Line Trestle would be designated 
as “timited” to motorized vehicle use based on vehicle size: allow motorized vehicles 
weighing 1,500 pounds or less and 50 inches in width or narrower (see Map 33: OHV 
Use). 


Prohibit organized OHV events in wild horse winter ranges (see Map 48° Wild Horses). 
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Paleontological Resources 


Geal 1: identify and manage palcontological resources for scientific research and educational and recreational use. 


Rationale: The BLM ts required to protect paleontological resources under the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act and the National Environmental Policy Act. 


tw 


Manage palcontological resources to protect specimens and mamntain or enhance sites or 
areas for their scientific and educational values. Formally inventory paleontological 
resources to document the variety, significance, and potential of values. Identify and 
consider paleontological resource concerns when conducting a watershed asscssment or 
when developing or revising activity plans (see Anachment 2: Procedures Used When 
Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103). Focus the paleontological resources 


Promote research under permit to document localities and their significance. 


Retain public lands containing significant paleontological resources on a case-by-case 
basis. 
Implement protective measures ai significant paleontological localities that are threatened. 


Continue to manage the Malm Guich/Germcr Basin ACEC for paleontological values (see 
ACECs - Malm Guich/Germer Basin ACEC, 0. 36 and Map /2: ACECs - Malm Gulch’ 
Germer Basin ACEC). 


Protect significant paleontological localities by not identifying their specific location or 
otherwise promoting public use of the resource. 
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Rangeland Vegetation Treatment Projects 


Geal 1: Design rangeland vegetation treatment projects (burns, seedings, etc.) to achieve specific activity planning 
objectives, reduce impacts to other resources, and increase long term cost-cffectiveness. 


provide multiple-use benefits. Vegetation treatments are one of the most expensive and time-consuming types of 
range improvement projects to implement. Cost-effectiveness, potential adverse effects on other resources, and short 


1. Pnonty and need for proposed rangeland vegetation treatment projects would be evaluated 
by an innortiecigl rane tong 


normally be established by an ID team during development or revision of activity plans. 
However, for vegetation treatment projects proposed in areas managed under existing 
developed as part of vegetation treatment project planning. For vegetation treatments 
proposed in areas where cheatgrass invasion is potentially high, an ID team would 
physically examine the site to specifically analyze the risk of cheatgrass invasion prior to 


3. Proposed vegetation treatment projects would be designed by an interdisciplinary planreng 
team and coordinated with the IDFG. Notification of the proposed project would be 
provided to the IDFG one year in advance of implementation, as required by the current 
IDFG/BLM MOU. 


4. Determine specific establishment success standards for vegetation treatments (e.g . vigor. 
sectivi fards) duri ep cimesion Gunde Ma he ees had 
1s allowed in the treated area. 


5. Reduce livestock use on the allotment while the vegetation treatment is being established. 
proportionate to the amount of suitable acres removed from use during establishment. 


6. To assure a long term return on the investment, a post-treatment management plan for the 
approved before the treatment 1s conducted. 


7. Post-treatment increases in allotment preference may be authonzed if allotment objectives 
have been met on the remainder of the allotment, as determined by an ID team through 
allotment analysis. Permanent increases in livestock preference resulting from vegetation 
treatments would be based on the increase in forage production and changes in plant 
composition, as measured by pre- and post-treatment production studies. 
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Recreation Opportunities and Visitor Use 


Geal 1: Protect the umaue recreation values of the following arcas: 


| 


Rationale: The Mai Salmon River and East Fork Salmon River attract and concentrate substantial numbers of 
recreatiomsts. The BLM's idaho Recreation 2000 Plan (May, 1989) calls for special management of the Upper 
Salmon River. The outstanding opportunities for nver recreation, case of access, international name recognition, 
and proximity of the area to other prominent recreation centers logically ports tm.ard increased popularity. 


The Upper Big Lost River recreational use situation mirrors the Upper Salmon River situation, on a smaller scale. 
has become a major travel route connecting Highway 93 and the Ketchum and Sun Valicy. Idaho areca. 


Highway 93 (between Challis and Mackay) is a major route into the L'pper Salmon River country as well as the Sun 
Valley area. Numerous recreationists travel the route for the scenery and wildlife-viewing opportunities. Recreation 
and interpretive facilities along this route are imadequate to accommodate current numbers of travelers. 


ty 


Manage the BLM tracts adjacent to Mackay Reservoir and along the Main Salmon River 
and the East Fork Salmon River as Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs). 
Designate the BLM tracts along the upper Big Lost River from the Forest Service 
boundary to the Bartlett bridge as an SRMA (see Map 40: SRMAs). 


Developed recreation sites within the SRMAs would include the Cottonwood, Deadman 
Hole, Bayhorse, Eastfork, Mackay, Garden Creek, and Little Boulder campgrounds. 
Recreation sites located on public lands, but managed bv the IDFG, would include the 
Ellis and Deer Guich campgrounds. No semi-developed recreation sites would be 
provided im the SRMAs. 


Manage casual use areas as follows: 


(a) improve facilities im existing casual use areas in mpanan zones to provide developed 
day use areas in ripanan zones (not mcluding campgrounds) as follows: up to 4 
along the Salmon River and up to 2 along the Big Lost River. All other casual use 
areas in npanian zones would be closed to motonzed vehicle use and rehabilitated 


(b) Pullout areas and trails could be provided to allow for continued access to the 
Salmon River and Big Lost River. 
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(c) Non-mparnan casual use areas would be developed into day-use arcas or closed on 
a case-by-case basis mm accordance with the corresponding activity plan. 


Provide at least vault toilets and stabilized parking arcas at Jimmy Smuth Lake Trailhead. 
Dugway (Wood Creck Recreation Site), and Challis Bndge (Round Valicy Recreation 
Site) 


and existing day-use and campground developments. 


Provide trash disposal facilities as necessary. Where no trash disposal facilities are 
provided, people would be required to pack out their own trash. Follow approved 
methods for waste disposal shown in Attachment /9. p. 154. 


Recreation facilities within SRMAs would be designed to blend with the existing scenery 
to reduce visual wmpacts. 


Exclude livestock from the portions of developed recreation sites (see Glossary, p. 170) 
which receive intensive use and are listed below, as well as appropriate portions of 
recreation sites developed im the future. 


Mackay Reservoir 
Pinto Creek Recreation Site (Garden Creek) 


Wood Creek Recreation Site (Dugway) 
Round Valley Recreation Site (Challis Bridge) 
Morgan Creek Recreation Site 
Herd Lake Campground 
Herd Lake Overlook 
Cottonwood Recreation Site 
(a) Prohibst firewood cutting and firewood gathering within designated recreation sites 
(see Glossary. firewood cutting, firewood gathering, p. 172). 
(b) Firewood cutting permits for standing trees would be denied within SRMAs, except 
where tree cutting (see Glossary, p. 184 meets the objectives stated in Forest 


Resources, Goal |, #24, p 52. Firewood gathering within SRMAs would be limited 
to dead-and-down matenal 


Also see Forest Resources, Goal |, #13, p. 51. 
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unless additional closures or limitations apply (sce OHV Use, Goal |, #!-7, pp. 68-71; 
Glossary. off-highway vehicle use designations, p. 178; and Map 40° SRMAs.) 
Mincrals activisies in Campgrounds, recreation sites, and SRMAs would be allowed or 
restricted as shown in Minerals, Goal |, #2 and 3, Goal 2, #2 and 3, and Goal 3, #2 (see 
pp 64-66) 


M ty 7 | tediceted ia Each Decision: 


12. 


13. 


14 


1S. 


16. 


Revise the existing Upper Salmon River Recreation Arca Management Plan (RAMP) 
within three years, reflecting the addinon of the East Fork Salmon River tracts (see Map 
40: SRMAs and Attachment 2» Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity 
Plans, p. 103). 


Management of the Upper Salmon River SRMA would be coordinated with the U. S. 
Forest Service, the State of idaho, Custer County, and adjacent private landowners. 


The Upper Big Lost River SRMA would be managed according to an activity plan devel- 
plan would be completed before any site planning. (See Attachment 2 Procedures Used 
When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103.) 


Revise the existing Mackay Reservoir RAMP within four years (see Amachment 2: 
Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103). 


Develop facilities, including imterpretive displays, in the Chilly Slough Wetlands 
Conservation Project area to enhance recreational opportunities for wildlife watching. 
photography. fishing. and hunting Design facilities to minimize wmpacts to wetland and 
wildlife values and otherwise be compatible with wetland and wildlife objectives 
developed for the project area. (Sce Attachment //: Summary of the Chilly Slough 
Wetland Conservation Project, p. 144) 


Geal 2: Provide a vanety of mterpretive services which highlight the natural, cultural, and historical features of the 


Challis Resource Area. 


Rationale: Interpretation enhances the quality of recreation opportunites provided on public lands 


Develop a comprehensive mterpretive plan for the three SRMAs_ Interpretive media such 
as brochures, maps, pamphiets. guidebooks, etc would be designed and developed to 
enhance the recreational expenence of the public In addition, materials for self-guided 
tours of histonc areas, geology and natura! history kiosks, evening presentations in . amp- 
grounds. etc, would be considered im the interpretive plan. 


Interpretive needs within the SRMAs would be met pnmanly through interpretive 
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3. Coordimate imerpretive efforts in the BLM-managed portion of the Land of the Yankee 
Fork Historic Arca with the idaho Department of Parks and Recreation and the U. S. 
Forest Service. The BLM would consider staffing assistance at the Land of the Yankee 


4. Consider the Whiskey Springs site for an interpretive wayside to emphasize the arca’s 


S$. Opportunities for wildlife viewing would be enhanced primarily along the roads and 


6 Prohibst all non-mterpretive signing (¢ ¢. advertising. polmcal sagns. cic ) on public lands. 
7. Provide a public viewing area for wild horse observations. 


For RMP management decisions relating to public awareness of cultural resources. alse see 
Cultural Resources, Goal 2, #1-4, pp. 42-43. 


Geal 3: Provide recreation opportunities for the remainder of the Resource Arca not included m an SRMA. 
including areas specifically for unstructured outdoor expenences, trails (¢ g . hiking. horseback nding, bicycling). 
Rationale: The BLM manual requires the establishment of Extensive Recreation Management Areas (ERMAs) 
during the RMP process. 


1. Those portions of the RA not designated as an SRMA would be managed as the Challis 
Extensive Recreation Management Arca (ERMA) (see Map 40 SRMAs) 


tw 


Complete a comprehensive imventory of use patterns, demands. and mmpacts within the 
ERMA within 10 years’ Whenever feasible, this inventory would be conducted as a 
cooperative effort between the BLM and the adjoenmng National Forests 


3. Conterue to provide day-use facies at Herd Lake Overlook and Summa Creek Provide 
semi-developed recreation sites at Summit Creck (see ACECs, Summ Creek ACEC, #3, 
p. 38), First Creek Crossing, and Big Creek. Close the Upper Lake Creek campground 
and mamtarn the existing road above Herd Lake as a non-motorized trail only (see OHV 
Use, Goal 1, #MaX2) and MbW2), pp. 70-71) 


4 = Within ten years develop an activity management plan for backcountry use to address the 
various dispersed recreation opportunities (see Attachment 2 Procedures Used When 
Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103) Vf possible, develop this plan in cooper- 


5 Develop and maimtain one new backcountry trail m the TRMA within 10 years, premanty 
for use by mountain bikers and horseback nders 
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Geal 4: Enhance recreatonal opportunities through desgnaton of addmonal cursting roads imo the BLM National 
Backcountry Byways program 


Rationale: The BLM Manual requires that Backcoumtry Byways be addressed through the planning process 


| Recommend a loop dnve for mclussoa m the Natonal Backcountry Byways system Wid 
Horse Backcountry Byway The route would go over Spar Canyon Road. along Highway 
93 from the end of Spar Canyon Road to the Dry Gulch Road, continue on Dry Guich 
Road te Walker Way. follow Walker Way and Road Crock tw the Fant Fork Road, and the 
East Fork Road back to Spar Camyon Also study the following roads for mcluwon m the 


National Backcountry Byways system Liouble Springs Road. Garden Creek Road Morgan 
Creck Road, and Trail Creck Road 


Geal $: Exarmune th potential for segneficam caves m the Resource Arca Protect sagmificamt caves via the activity 
plan process 


Rationale: | egal and manual guidance require that caves be addressed mm the planning process and mmporant cave 
resources be protected 


| In cooperation wrth lacal and regional caving groups conduct an mtensrve Resource Arca- 
wide mvemtory of exrsteng caves. determine the sigmficance of sdentified caves. and 
recommend protective measures 
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Riparian Areas 


Geal 1: Manage stream mpanan arcas to mamta of achecve proper functioming condmon (see Anachment / 
Riparnan-Wetland Area Funcnon Classificanon, pp 101-102) to ensure desired functsoms. improve water quality . 
prevemt and memumize Mood and sedimem damage. and emablrsh condmons wtach suppor atiamment of healthy and 
productive aquatx habnat Maia proper tunchoang Condmon stream mpanan arcas (currently 1$ 8°. based on 
the most recent rpanan funchonality assessments) and restore functional-at-nmsk and nom functional stream mpanan 
arcas vo that 7S percent or more of stream mpanan areas are m proper functioming condor or making progress 
toward proper functioning condmon within five years “Masta proper functioning condmon stream npanan arcas 
and restore functsonal-ai-nsk and non-functional stream mpanan areas so thal 9) percent of mpanan areas on fish. 
beanng streams are om proper functommng condmon or making progress toward proper functommng condition by 2010 


Rationale: Required by the Clean Water Act and BLM policy 


1 All new Chailes Resource Area actrvity plans. agreements. or other resource planneng 
documents proposing or mod:fying resource management actioms would moorporate know | 
edgeable and reasonable practices (see Glossar p | 7S) to mamta water quality suppon 
Attachment 2 Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p 103 
The approach described in Attachment /2 Procedure for Nonpoint Source Consistency 
Review (pp 145-146) would be utilized m these documents to ensure consistency and 


2 Review exrsteng activity plans and revise them as appropriate. om order to address mparvan 
concerns within the Resource Arca (see Attachment 2 Procedures Used When 
Develaping or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103). Priority for activity plan review and 
revision would be given to those watersheds with special status fish epecies concerms 


3. An ID team would select a mpanan monitoring site withen each pasture comtameng a 
perenmal stream of appropnate portion of an mtermitient stream to measure progress 


4 Knowledgeable and reasonable practices (see Glossary, p 175) to manage bwestock 
grazing would be used to mmprove mpanan areas and meet resource otyectiyes on percnmal 
listed mm #S and 6 below would be the primary knowledgeable and reasonable practices 
used to manage bivestach on most streams When appropnate and ay alable alternative 
knowledgeable and reasonable practices may be umplomented in lieu of the standards on 
#5 and 6 below. provided that the alternative practices are based on the following (|) 
current screntific Inerature or other applicable study results which wubsiannate that npanan 
mmprovement would result from unplementing the practice(s). (2) the recommendations of 
an ID team responsible for reviewing. imterpreting. and documenting the screntific 
Interature or study results upon v hich the knowledgeable amd reasonable practice 1s hased: 
and (') complenon of an em vronmental assesement documenuing bow the know ledge able 
and reasonable practice would meet mpanan resource obyectives 
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Use the following herbaceous stubble heytt cricna to manage lvestach grazing m 
Opanan arcas on all perenma!l and apprapnatc pornons of micrmsticnt streams. mm order 
to make progress toward actuev ing and marmtaimeng proper funchomng conditon 


(a) Manage brvestach use on streams im esther proper functioning condmon or functional. 
at-mskh condmon with an upward trend (see 4machmen: | Ripanan- Wetland Area 
Funcnon Classificathen pp 101-102) to mamtam a menemum four mch median stub- 
ble hexght during the scheduled grazing penad 


(>) Manage trvestack use om streams om erther functional et eck condmon with a static or 
downward trend or nonfunctional condition (see dmachment | Ripenan Wetland 
Area Funchon Classificenon, pp 101-102) to marmtacn a mimmum sia-snch median 
stubble herght during the scheduled grazing perad 


(c) Stubible heught criena may be less than stated m #Sa and Sb above m pastures used 
prior to July 10 if an ID tearm determunes that sufficient regrowth 1s expected to meet 
the crnerna by the end of the growrng season In pastures used after July 10. remove 
livestock from perennial and apprapnate porions of imermitent stream mpanan arcas 
prnor to exceeding the apphed stubble height crtena (See 4fachment 3} (Component 
Practices for Grazing Management in Licu of BMPs. p 104) 


Use the following bank shearing criteria to manage brvestach grazing im mpanan areas on 
all perenmal and appropnate porho ws of mmermitent streams om order to make progress 
tow ard actney ing and marmarmmeng proper functiommng condition 


(a) On streams which are occupied habitat for special status fish species, manage 
lvestack so that no more than 10% of the strearmbank 1s sheared by livestock hoof 


(b) On perenmal streams and appropnate portions of mmermetient streams which are not 
accuped habaat for special statu. fish species. manage brvestack so that no more than 
20% of the streambank 1s sheared by livestack hoof action 


These standards for bank shearing may be altered on a case-by-case bases when a 
watershed or site-specific assessmem conducted by an ID team indicates alternative 
condoms are more appropmate Rationale for changes to the hank shearing standard mus! 
be property documented 


Manage brvestach grazing im mpanan areas according to the decisions stated m Ripanan 
Areas. Goal |. #44 above Penodically evaluate mpanan habrtat condition Implement 
further adyustments m lrvestach use and management (¢ g rest. reduced livestock 
numbers, changed season of use) if trend or other monitoring data indicate mpanan 
improvement 1s not sufficient to meet mpanan resource obyectives 


Contenue existeng management (including penodk graziag) of the Anderson Ranch 
Mpanan pasture to ensure progress toward the mpanan and aquatx habutat conditions 
described m Anachment /5 (see p 149) 
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Develop mpanan pastures and mparvan study ciclosures throughout the Resowrce Ar-a 
where an [D team identifies t< opportum@ty 


Ehot support and cooperation to develap an slloement scale grazing managemem demon. 
stration project on a perenmal watershed 


To restore degraded mpanan aquatx habtat condmum technical approaches for mpanan 
aquatic wmprovemenm i¢g. plantings, structures) (sce Glomery. p 184) may be 
mmplememted on sstes thal are net respondimg and are not cupected to respond to proper 
grazing management 


Roads would mot be constructed mm mpanan zones. except for vtream crossing needs and 
recreatom ste development Roads constructed would as a menrmurn meet all standards 
listed in Transportation, Goal |, #9. p 85 


For additional RMP decisons regarding management of resonrces and land uses im riperian 
areas, ale see Forest Resources, Goal |, #13, 15, 16, 17. and 24 (pp. 51-52), Livestock 
Grazing, Goal |, #4, 6, and |! (pp. 60-41), Minerals, Goal |. #6. Goal 2. #6. and Goal 3, #5 
(pp 64 and 66). and Recreation Opportunies and Vienor Use, Goal | (pp 74-76) 


Goeal 2: Increase inow ledge and underwanding of npanan resources to umprove the effectiveness of npanan manage 


Rationale: Information on trend and condition for many streams om the Resource Area is lacking BLM peticy 
requires information on mpanan condrhon and trend to he ottamed 


Determine which perenmal strearns currently suppor State designated and Bl VM ident fied 
beneficial uses through mpanan siatus imvemtor) and stream function assessment see 
Anachment 23 Beneficial Use Classifications for Drainage Segments. pp | 99-163) 


Marmtam existing mpanan exclosures to provide reference areas for management asses. 
ment Contenue to monitor changes within the exc losures: 


To determine mpanan potential. withen |0 years establish and momnor fenced mpanan 
study areas on perermal stream segments as des ribed mm 4a hme: (1 Riparian Stud) 
Area Developmen p \47 Establish a mpanan study exclosure on cach mpanan ene type 
comprvsing at least | (0%. of the npanan area im cach principal dramnage shown on Ma, 2‘ 
Geography and Principe! Dremage Basins se these exctosures to collect baseline 
Npanan information which can he applied to like ene types within the dramage | statlish 
addmonal exciosures within a dramage as needed to help resolve resource ComMa ts 
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Geal 3: Manage for a “no nct lows” of mpanan and floodplam habnat 


Rationale: Riparian arcas. 2 one o] the mow dewrabdle and valuable arcas on the landscape. are often the one of 
madvericm trespass Lows of these areas mm the resolution of trespass cases mcremenitally crodes the amount of thr 
habetat type om public ownersiep Such 2 loss represents lost opportunmes for wildife, recreation. fishenes. and 
brecadrs crests 


1. Follow a “no net loss” polcy © tke mpanan valucs (¢ g cottonwood gallenes, forest 
wetlands. peremmal streams) ..! ‘Ladplam habaat om mdnodual cuchanges when 
conducting land tewure adjustmen.. sce Land Tenure and Acces, Gaal [, #3. p 54) 


Geal 4: Increase publ awareness of the value of good condmcn, functional mpanan and wetland arcas 


Rationale: Many perswoms do not understand the functional value of a good condmon mpanan area Required by 
the BL: Riperian-W etiand Initiative for the 1990's (Sepremiber 1991) 


| Inetiate publ education efforts to mmprove publ understanding of and appreciation for 
nmpanan and wetland areas 


> ~=Rapanan demonstration areas. exclosures. and other study sites would be showcased and 
wad for educational and screntific purposes 


4 Provide mmterpretrve facilites at the Chelly Slough wetland to tighhght wetland values 
Design recreational facies developed at the Chilly Slough wetland to menemize mmpacts 
to wetland values (also see Recreation Opportunmes and Visor Lise, Goal |. #16. p 76) 
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Special Status Species 


"Note The secnom prmarth dacese: special sets plant and ama! pean Special ane fok parce are ale 
discussed under Fisheries, Goal |. pp 45-47 


Gest = ~ase the knowledge of the Gustribwton and abundance of special Gates specees (see Glowser. p 18) 
m Che. Yesowrce Arca 


Re .§ ‘ve dtribution and sbundance of rare species m the Resource Arca 1s poorly known 


1. Conduct field srvemtories for special status plant species at the rate of show 1000 acres 
per year 


2 Conduct annual mmteragency surveys of wemermng bald cagies 


3 At least once every five years. mvemory cliff snes for possible use by ecadangered pere- 
grime falcons 

4 Conduct field urverones for special status anemal species at the rate of about 400 acres 
per year 


S Wathen five vears. develap species data files for sensatrve amphinans cepetries insects and 
nom vascular plants (based on imerature searches and cupert mput) that may perennially 
eccur wm the Resource Area Wath ten years, conduct field mvemones of these species 


potential habetars 


Geal 2: Maran populations of special status species and or thew habaat over the range of natural distribution and 
haberat condmons § hememnate the need for breteng of sensitrve and candidate species and comtribute to recovery of 
listed species by mecreaseng the number or size of populations or by remoy ing threats to apecies amet + habetats 


Rationale, BI M policy 1 to manage spectral status species to mannan viable populatiams to me ne and 
candidate species nm a manner that clumenates the need for tsting under the f ndangered “species 4 manage 
listed species for recovery 


| bc hude a site amectix field assessment of special status plant anwmal and fish emecies as 
pan of the assessment of all authonzed actions 


2 Activity planneng.  proyect emplementaton and setiiements of unauthorized use would 
Promote mingaton of adverse effects on special status apecies Where adverse effects 


cannot he metgated (other than for bederally luted thremened of endangered species) the 
curmulative effects of such actom would he monnored and assessed 
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As additional imformation on amphrbians, repules, invertebrates, and non-vascular plants 
becomes available, include analysis of these life forms when assessing the effects of 


Develop BLM Species Management Plans or other types of conservation plans for special 
status plant species within 5 years. Strategics would be developed to (a) maintain or 
increase the population size of all known populations of the alkaline primrose, and (b) 
maintain habitat for at cast 70° of the populations of the wavy leaf thelypody in the 
Resource Area. Coordinate with the USFWS to determine which populations of wavy icaf 
thelypody can be impacted without threat to the species. 

Within 10 years, develop BLM Species Management Plans or other types of conservation 
plans for at least five of the species inventoried under Special Status Species, Goal |, #4 
and 5 above. 

Develop cost-share partnerships with academic institutions and conservation groups to 
promote population recovery. management, and study of a! <pecial status species 


For additional RMP decisions regarding management of special status species, also see 
ACECs - “Management Common to All ACECs” and Dry Gulch, Herd Creek Watershed, 
Malm Guich’Germer Basin, Pennal Gulch, Sand Hollow, and Summit Creek ACECs, pp. 29-30 
and 33-39; and “General” standard operating procedures #3-5 (Amachment 5: SOPs, p. 107). 


Transportation 


Goal 1: Consistent with other resource objectives and values, provide an adequate road and trail system on the Chal- 
lis Resource Area's public lands to (a) satisfy the public need for recreation, commodity production, access, and 
safety, and (b) facilnate management of BLM resources and programs. 


Rationale: An adequate road and trail system ts needed to meet public demand for access and use of the public lands. 
BLM roads and trails provide the final link in the network of interstate, state, and county roads developed to mect 
public transportation needs. 


Within five years, develop a transportation plan for the Resource Area using an ID team 
planning process (see Glossary, p. 174) to identify (a) roads or trails which are extrancous 
and could be closed, (b) roads needing improvement to meet public safety, recreation, re- 
source and program management, public access, and commodity production needs, (c) 
guidance for maintenance, (d) miles of roads or trails which may need to be constructed; 
and (¢) other «ransportation management guidance which may be necessary See 
Attachment 2 Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103. 
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2 Through the [D team planning process. a long term road masmtenance plan which includes 
the level and frequency of maintenance for cach BLM road and trail (see Map 2): 
Existing Maintained Roads) would be developed, reviewed, and modified as needed (see 
Attachment 2: Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans, p. 103). 
BLM guidance which sets critena for road maintenance levels would be followed (sce 
Attachment 20. p. 155). che road maintenance plan would be reviewed annually by 
appropnate staff specialists and modified as necessary to avoid conflicts with special status 
species, cultural resources, and other resources. 


3. Unless modified by the road maintenance plan described in Goal |, #2 above. the BLM 
roads and trails currently identified for Level 3 maintenance (see Map 35: Road and Trail 
Maintenance Priorities) would recerve regular maintenance as needed All other roads and 
trails would be maintained as described in Goal |, #4 and 5 below. 


4. In order to limit unnecessary surface disturbance and maintain primitive values, BLM 
roads and trails identified for Level 2 maintenance would only recerve maintenance work 
as needed to (a) ensure public safety, (b) repair resource damage caused by high runoff 
events, or (c) control erosion at dramage crossings. 


5S BLM roads and trails identified for Level | maintenance would only be maintained to pro- 
vide access for emergency cases, such as a large wildfire. 


6 No new roads would be constructed im mpanan areas, except for stream crossing needs and 


7. All future roads, stock trails, and recreational trails would be located, designed, 
constructed, and dramage-controlled so that erosion on the roadbed and cut and fill slopes 
would not hinder progress toward supporting water quality beneficial uses or attaining 
riparian management objectives (see Upland Watershed, Goal |, #10, p. 88). 


8 Existing roads would be inventoned and, on a case-by-case basis, modified, relocated. or 
closed and rehabilitated to meet water quality standards and suppor State designated and 
BLM identified beneficial uses (see Attachment 23, pp. 159-163) of adjacent streams, 


9 BLM roads and trails would be constructed and maintained to (a) meet or exceed State 
approved BMPs for road construction and maintenance. (b) ensure progress toward the 
npanan and aquatic habitat conditions described in Attachment /5. p_ 149 and (c) follow 
"General" design specification #1 (see Attachment 8, p. 120). 


For additonal decisions relating to transportation and access, also see the following sections 
of the PRMP-. Forest Resources, Goal 1, #15, 16, 17, 18, 23, pp. 51-52; Hazardous Materials 
Management, Goal |, #2, p. 53; Land Tenure and Access, Goal 5, #1 and 2, p. 58; OHV Use, 
Goal |, #1-7, pp. 69-71; Recreation Opportunities and Visitor Use, Goal 4, #1, p. 78; and 
Design Specifications - “General” #1 and “Forest Management - Road Construction” 


(Attachment 8, pp. 120 and 122). 
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Tribal Treaty Rights 


Geal 1: Identify and consider Native Amencan issues and concerns in order to accommodate treaty and other legal 
nghts of appropnate Native Amencan groups in the multiple-use management of public lands. 


Rationale: The Federal government has a trust responsibility to Native Amencan tribes in the management of public 
lands as provided for trough various negotiated treaties. Several laws, including FLPMA, roquire the BLM to 
coordinate with Federally recognized Indian tribes about impacts to Indian trust resources which may result from 
BLM plans. projects. programs, or activities. 


Notify and consult appropriate Native American tribes to ensure that all anticipated effects 
to Indian trust resources are addressed in the planning, decision, and operational 
documents prepared for cach proposed BLM action. Consultation and coordination would 
be conducted on a government-to-government basis with Federally recognized tribes. 
Types of proposed actions which would require consultation would include. but not be 
lumited to, range practices and mangement. wildlife habitat management, fishenes habitat 
management, land tenure actions or permits. forest resources management, and minerals 
exploration or development. In some cases. give pnority consideration to enhancement 
of resources used by Native Amencan tribes under treaty. 


The following RMP management decisions relate to tribal treaty nghts because they exther 
(a) specifically discuss management of trust resources to facilitate pursuit of tribal treaty 
nghts or (b) provide for consultation with Federally recognized tribes regarding 
management of various trust resources, such as wildlife and fish. 

Fisheries: Goal |, #6, 11, 13, and 15, pp. 46-47. 

Forest Resources: Goal |, #11, 18 and 19, pp. 51-52. 

Land Tenure: Goal |, #2 and 10, p. $4; Goal 3, #7, p. 57; and Goal 5 statement, p. 58. 
Livestock Grazing: Goal |, #15, p. 61. 

Minerals: “Decisions Which Apply to All Types of Mineral Development,” #3, p. 63. 


Wildlife Habitat: Goal 2, # 10, p. 97; and Goal 4, #1, p. 98. 
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Upland Watershed 


Geal 1: Resiore and rehabilitate upland watersheds found to be in unsatisfactory condition, and mamtain satisfactory 
condition watersheds (see Glossary definition: watershed condition class. p. 186). 


Rationale: Poor condinon upland watersheds contribute to non-functional and funchional-at-nsk mpanan systems and 
the loss of the soil resource base, do not sustain beneficial physical and ecological processes, and lack functioning 
recovery systems. of watersheds to reduce soil erosion and sediment delivery protects beneficial uses 
of water and the soil resource base on which all vegetation resources rely. The Clean Water Act requires manage- 
ment of watersheds to protect beneficial uses of water. Upland watershed management is also a BLM policy require- 
ment. 


1. Consider the effects of resource use timing and intensity on soil compaction, crosion, and 
mucrobiotic soil crusts before new soil disturbing actions (including changes in livestock 


3. Manage all watersheds in the Resource Area to achieve 70% vegetative cover on upland 
sites as measured prior to grazing, or, for sites not capable of achieving 70% cover, 90> 
of cover achievable under Potential Natural Community. 


4. Additional forage available as a result of seedings, burns, range improvements or projects, 
etc. would not be allocated on a permanent basis for livestock use (but rather used for 
watershed protection and other multiple use purposes) until resource management 
objectives for the allotment are met, as determined by an ID team through allotment 
analysis. Permanent increases in livestock preference resulting from vegetation treatments 
would be based on the increase in forage production and changes in plant composition, 
as measured by pre- and post-treatment production studies. 


5. Grazing privileges that are lost, retired, relinquished, canceled, or have base property sold 
without transfer would have attached AUMs held for watershed protection and wildlife 
reached, these AUMs would remain unallocated to any particular livestock permittee, but 
may be used to provide short term (less than three years) flexibility to permittees for 
vegetation treatments or other management actions affecting their base permit. 


6. Allocate nonuse AUMs to watershed protection, wildlife habitat, plant maintenance, and 
improvement of ecological condition to meet related allotment objectives. Nonuse AUMs 
may be authonzed for temporary nonrenewable use after an ID team has determined that 
related allotment objectives are being met 


7. Manage the Garden Creek watershed (Challis municipal water supply) to maintain water 
quality in Garden Creek. 
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Burned areas and areas disturbed dunng wiidfire suppression may be rehabulsated to meet 
multple use objectives when the crosion hazard 1s high. natural revegetation potential 1s 
low, and alternative management practices alone would not facilitate stabilizanon m a 
tumely manner An imterd:sciplinary team would evaluate the need for the project. develop 
rehabilitation objectives, and design the project. (Also see Fire Management, Goal |, #8. 
p. 45.) 


practices alone will not facilitate stabilization im a timely manner and are 
attainment of desired mpanan and aquatic habstat condions (see Atachment /5.p 149). 


aquatic habitat conditions (see Amachment 15, p. 149 and Water Quality, Goal |, #1-7, p. 
90). 


Allow only helicopter logging in the Lone Pine Peak area (see Map C: Suitable 
Commercial Timberlands), to protect watershed resources in Lone Pine Creek. 


For addinonal RMP decisions relating to management of upland watersheds. also see ACECs - 
Maim Guich/Germer Basin and Sand Hollow ACECs, pp. 36-38; OHV Use, Goal |, #1-7, pp 
69-71; Attachment 5: SOPs (pp. 107-112), ana Attachment & Design Specifications (pp. 120- 
123). 


Visual Resources 


Geal |: 


Maintain or enhance the visual quality of the Resource Area, and prioritize the areas where greater and 


lesser consideration would be given to surface disturbing activities. 


Rationale: Consideration of visual quality and the establishment of Visual Resource Management (VRM) areas is 
required by law and BLM policy. 


Manage visual resources according to the VRM classes shown on Map 4/: Visual 
Resource Management (see Glossary. Visual resource management classes, pp. | 85-186). 
Surface disturbing activities would not exceed the allowable visual intrusion for a given 
area. Where feasible, additional design techniques would be employed to help projects 
blend into the scenery. 


(a) Approximately 142,260 acres would be managed under the provisions of Visual 
Management Class |. 


(b) Approximately 557,665 acres would be managed under the provisions of Visual 
Management Class II. 
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(c) Approximately 92,641 acres would be managed under the provisions of Visual 
Management Class III. 


(d) Zero acres would be managed under the provisions of Visual Management Class IV. 


Under the following circumstances, an ID team would consider, and recommend if 
appropnatc, the use of visual semulations and the latest visual design techmques to assess 
visual quality and visual impacts and ensure that the current VRM Class is marotained or 
enhanced 


(a) project scoping for proposed surface-disturbing projects amywhere m the RA. and 
(b) project scoping for all proposed actions within a VRM Class | areca. a VRM Class Il 
area, or an SRMA. 


Within five years, develop a model of visual appeal for landscape features within the 
SRMAs (see Map 40: SRMAs). 


In VRM Class | and I areas and anywhere within an SRMA., on-site visual quality control 
assessments would occur as part of project planning and implementation 


Manage existing WSAs under VRM Class |. The visual quality of VSAs released from 
wilderness review would be managed under the visual management class of adjacent BLM 
public lands «see Map 4]: VRM and Map 42: WSAs). Where more than one VRM class 
lies adjacent to a WSA, an ID team would decide the VRM class of the released WSA 


Allow only helicopter logging im the Lone Pine Peak area (see Map C: Suitable Commer- 
cial Timberlands), to retain the visual characteristics of the area and protect watershed re- 
sources in Lone Pine Creek. 


Allow muneral matenal disposals and non-energy leasing in SRMAs when the actions are 
determined through the ID team process to be consistent with maintenance of Special 
Management Area values. To maintain recreational and scenic values in the Upper 
non-energy leasing to existing sites and sites not visible from the Salmon River or upper 
Big Lost River or the following roads: Trail Creek Road, East Fork Road, Highway 75, 
and Highway 93 South, unless a site-specific scemic quality assessment determines there 
would be no significant impact to SRMA resources (see Map 40° SRMAs). 
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Water Quality 


Geal 1 On perenmal streams. mmprove water quality to fully suppor those beneficial uses which are not supporned, 
are threatened, of are only partially supported Martam fully supported beneficial use status where mf cxrsts. 


Rationale: Required by the Clean Water Act. 


te 


beneficial uses, through mpanan status mvemtory and stream function assessment (sce 
Attachment 23. Beneficial Use Classifications for Drainage Segments. pp 159-163). 


Design and conduct land and resource management activities to maimtaim of omprove water 
quality and suppor State designated and BLM identified beneficial uses (see Attachment 
23, pp. 199-163) As necessary. mcorporate guidelines for controlling sediment discharge 
mto water bodies mto all BLM authorized xctions. 


All BLM authonzed actions would meet or exceed State approved BMPs for water quality. 
to ensure that activites mammtam existing good water quality and improve mmpaired water 
quality. Utilize the approach described im Attachment |? (pp. 145-146) to monitor water 
agement Prograra. 


Water quality would be a managemem pnonty and recerve special consideration on State 
identified water quality lymited stream segments (see Glossar. p 186 and Amachment 23 
Beneficial Use Classifications for Drainage Segments, pp. 159-163). 


All future roads, stock trails, and recreational trails would be located, designed. con- 
structed. and dramage controlled so that erosion on the roadbed and cut and fill slopes 
would not hinder progress toward supporting water quality beneficial uses or attanning 
riparian management objectives (see Upland Watershed, Goal |, #10, p 88). 


E xrsteng roads would be inventoned and. on a case-by-case basis, modified. relocated, or 
closed and rehabilitated to meet water quality standards and suppor State designated and 
BLM identified beneficial uses (see Anachment 23, pp. 159-163) of adjacemt streams, 
beginning with those streams containing salmon. steelhead trout. or bull trout habitat 


Untel BMPs for livestock grazung are developed. use the procedures shown mm 4nachment 
3. Component Practices for Grazing Management in Lieu of BMPs, p. 104 


For addinonal RMP decisions relating to water quality. alse see torest Resources, Goal |, pp 
49.52; Livestock Grazing, Goal |, #4, p. 60: Minerals, Goal |, #6, Goal 2, #6, and Goal 3, #5, 
pp. 64 and 66, Riparian Areas, Goal |, pp. 79-81, Upland Watershed, Goal |, pp. 87-88, 
Attachment S$ SOPs - Noxious Weeds, pp. 110-111, and Amachment & Design Specifications, 
pp. 120-123 
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Wilderness Study Areas - Management if Released from Wilderness Review 


Geal 1: Manage Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs) released by Congres: from wilderness review for cxmting vatucs 
and uses. such as pmmustive and unconfined recreavon. apportunmes for soutude. naturalness. roadlessness brvestack 


Wilderness Review (July $. 1995) may potemtally be released by Congress for other multiple-use management pur- 


poses 


Uniess released by Congress from wilderness review, WSAs would continuc to be 
managed mm accordance with (a) the BLM's /nterim Management Poli and Guidelines 
for Lands Under Wilderness Review (1995) and (>) the 1982 Challis, 1986 Big Low- 
Pahuurnercs, and 1989 Statewide Small WSA Plan Amendments Existing WSAs (.ce Map 
42: WSAs) and thew acreages recommended by the BLM as suitable or nonsu table for 
wilderness mchussor are 


Jerry Peak Wen 13.530 acres nonsuitable 
Jerry Peak 26.750 acres sustable 

19.400 acres nonsurtable 
Burm Creek &.WOO acres surtable 

16.680 acres nonsustablc 
Goldburg 3.290 acres nomuttable 
Borah Peak 3.880 acres suntable 
Corral-Horse Basin 46. SOO acres nonsurtable 
Boulder Creek 1.930 acres nonsuitable 


Also see Map 43° WSAs - Goldburg WSA, Map 44° WSAs - Burnt Creek WSA, Map 45 
WSAs - Borah Peak WSA; Map 46° WSAs - Jerry Peak West and Boulder Creech WSAx. 
and Map 47. WSAs - Jerry Peak and Corral-Hurse Basin WSAs 


If released from wiiderness review. resource otyectives would be identified dumng actr ity 
planning (see Aviachment 2 Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity 
Plans, p. 103) to provide for development of range improvement projects, grazing 
management, promutive recreation. and thodiversity m the WSAs Other resource values 
would be managed as described below 


The following OHV closures or lumutations in WSAs and WSAs if released from wiider- 
ness review would be exceptions to the RA-wide mutation described m OHV Use. Goal 
1, #1, p. @9 (eee Map 33) OHV Use and Map 42: Wilderness Study Areas) 
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(a) Designated W545. Except for the road closures stated below, OHV use in WSAs 
would be lumued to roads, vetucle ways. and trasis that were sdeatified m the idaho 
Imensrve Weiderness Final invemtory (November | 980) 


(1) tn the Borm Creck WSA the Dry Creck Road would be closed to motorized 
vebucle use mm the N 12, Sec. 1, TON, R24E for safety reasons and to mamta ) 
primitive values (sce Mop 44° WSAs - Burnt Creek WS4). 


(2) tn the Jerry Peak WSA. the existing trail below Herd Lake and road shove Herd 
Lake would be closed to metonzed vebucle use to mamta prmstive values. and 
marntamed as trails for non-motonzed use only (see Map 47 WSAs - Jerry Peak 
and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs) 


Any non-emergency motonzed vehicle use off of existing roads. vehicle ways. and 
trails in a WSA must (a) be specifically authorized by the BLM prior to use and (b) 
satisfy nomempairment crtena (Iimenm Managemen Policy for Lands Under W tider- 
ness Review, Manual H-8550-1 (7/95), page 15). 


(>) WS4s ff Released Except for the road closures stated below, OHV use in WSAs if 
released from wilderness review would be lumited to roads, vehicle ways. and trails 
that were identified mm the Idaho Intensive Wilderness Final Inventory (November 
1980) 


(1) in the Burm Creck WSA the Dry Creek Road would be closed to motorized 
vehicle use im the N 1/2, Sec. |, TON, R24E for safety reasons and to maintain 
promitive values (sce Map 44. WSAs - Burnt Creek WSA) 


(2) tm the Jerry Peak ‘SA. the existing trail below Herd Lake and road above Herd 
Lake would be closed to motonzed vehicle use to mamta primitive values, and 
maintained as trails for non-motorized use only (see Map 47 WSAs - Jerry Peak 
and ( orral-Horse Basin WSAs). 


(Note: The provisions stated in OHV Use, Goal |, #1(b) and ic) (p. 69) would apply 
m WSAs tf released from wilderness review ) 


4. No new roads would be constructed im the Jerry Peak. Jerry Peak West, Corral-Horse 


Basin, and Burnt Creck WSAs if released from wilderness review, except where such 
construction 1 necessary to develop mineral or timber resources (as described in #S and 
7 below). and where construcvion 1s comsistent with other resource management objectives 
(See Map 44. WSAs - Burnt Creek WSA, Map 46. WSAs - Jerry Peak West and Boulder 
Creek WSAs, and Map 47: Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs.) 


If released fromm wilderness review, WSAs would be open to forest management, including 
commercial tember harvest. with the following limitations and exceptions on commercial 
tember harvest (a) In the nonsustable portions of the Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin 
WSAs. tember stands more than | 2-mule from roads existing at the tome of RMP approval 
(see Glossary. “road,” p. 181 and “existing roads, vehicle ways, and trails.” p. 172) 
would be avaslable for harvest by helicopter logging only (b) Suitable pornons of the 
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Jerry Peak W'SA of reicased from widerness review would remam closed to tember harvest 
to mamta: old growth forest values and tiodiversity associated with large undisturbed 
tracts of forest land. (See Map C Suitable Commercial Timberlands and Map 47 WSAs 
- Jerry Peak and Corral-Horse Basin WSAs ) 


Muncral development m WSAs released from wiiderness review would be allowed or 
restricted as described im Minerals, Goal |, #4, Goal 2. #5, and Goal 3, #3 (see pp. 64 and 
66) 


Existing WSAs would be managed under VRM Class |. The visual quality of WSAs 
released from wilderness review would be managed under the visual resource management 
class of adjacent BLM public lands) Where more than one VRM class hes adjacent to a 
WSA, an ID toam would decide the VRM class of the released WSA. 


Public lands withen an exsisting WSA which are identified as adjustment are=s for potential 


disposal (see Map 4 Adjustment Management Areas) would be available for potential 
disposal only if the WSA 1s released from wilderness review 
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Wild Horses and Burros 


Geal 1: Maintain a viable population (see Glossary, p. 185) of wild horses so as to achieve a thriving natural 
ecological balance mm the Herd Management Area 


Rationale: Required by the Wild Horse and Burro Act. 


Manage the wild horse herd for an appropnate management level (see Glossary. p 167) 
of 185 animals in accordance with the 1985 U. S. District Court Consent Judgement and 
the current activity plan for the wild horse Herd Managemem Area The herd would vary 
from 185 to about 253 anumals between roundups Adjust horse numbers to a lower level 
if monitorng data show that the current appropnate management level is causing 
unacceptable levels of resource degradation (see Map 44 Wild Horses) 


Evaluate new existing fences on a case-by-case basis to provide for wild horse movernent 


Monitor wild horse use of the Malm Gulch and Sand Hollow areas, and remove wild 
horses as necessary to protect fragile watersheds 


No portion of the Challis Resource Area would be designated as a Wild Burro Manage- 
ment Arca’ Remove any burros released im the future 


Prohibit organized OHV events in wild horse winter ranges. (See OHV Use, Goal |, pp 
69.71 for other actions relating to OHV use in the wild horse Herd Managemen Arca) 


Provide a public viewing area for wild horse observations 
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~ Atpust wuld horwe management to ensure progress toward the mpanan and aguatx habeas 
condmom described » Amachment /5 (sce ¢ 149) 


fiw addetemal RUP decowems relating to wid horse management else see Anachmen ‘ 
Standard Operating Procedures - Wad Horses, pp 111-112 


Cal 1: Big Gume “arma hahaa tor ch deer amehope and tnghorn sheep populations comsstent with Idaho 


Departmen of Fieh and Game (IDFG) managemem obyectives stated m the IDFG Strategic Plens for Big Game 
Management /¥¥/ /9v5 


Rationale: |1)i(, managemem plans call for stabelizing tug game numbers at 199! levels BLM policy requires 
wiidlife forage and habetat allacatoms and commtency with State and local plans. to the extent feasible 


| Prowede forage and habua: for 199! sable tug game populations (see Chapser 3 - Wildlife 
Table 3-35 Estirsated Big Game Numbers and Season of Use, p. 316) 


tz 


( cordmate with the [DEG durng preparat.cn and update of then five-year strategn plans 
for tig game As necessary, provide comments on population objectives. The IDFG 
would be encouraged to keep tng garne numbers at |99! levels unless habrtat data show 
that numbers need to he adyusted to avond confor with other resource uses 


3. Except where otherwise noted m the RMP (eg. Wildlife Habuat, Goal |, #6. p 95), 
where conflicts between Investack and tig game populations for avalable forage and hab 
tat are identified. resolve conflicts om a case-by-case basis mm consultation with the [DFG 
and other imerested publics 


4 = Montor key habstat sites to ensure that big gare populations do not exceed proper levels 
or damage important habriat components Design monitorng to determine whether big 
game are adversely affecting progress toward the mpanan and aquatx habrtat conditions 
described im Attachment 15 (sce p. 149) 


S The following areas would be pnorty areas for by game habitat montorng (additional 
momitoring studies would he established as needed) 


Donkey Hills (elk, deer) 
Birch Creek Mud Springs Gulch (bghorn sheep) 
Morgan Creek (tighorn sheep) 
East Fork (bighorn sheep) 
Navarre Creek to Grant Creek (eth. deer) 
Willow Crees Surmmet (eth) 
Ripanan Habvtats (moose. eth) 
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6 Plan desgn and manage land use actrytirs. ox hudeng grazing management actom and 


range emprovemern proyect, kacated on the (a) Morgan C reet. ( romb s ( anyon fae fort 
Satmom River and Bech (reet Mud Springs Gulch tnghorn sheep eomer ranges (see Map 
1? Bighore Sheep Wimer Ranges\ a te (>) Wilow Creek Sumene or Donkey Hills clk 
womer ranges (see Map )/ Elk Wimer Ranges and Dembey Hills ( alving 4rea) © cneure 
the comtmued viatelty of tnghorn sheep and cl populatiom dependent on these bey 
habuat areas Fully analyre amy ponermal for adverse effects on the viabelity of tnghorn 
sheep of cl populamom in apprapnate ene apecefx NEPA documentation 


for additiemea! RMP decisions relating to hg gome habuial managemen alse wee ACEC 
Bech Crock and Donkey Hills ACECs, pp 30-3), and Forest Resources, (inal |, #18 and 1°. 
p $2 


Gea 2) General  Sustam drverve and abundam wridiife population (game and nomgame) Comsstenmt wath [DFC 
management otyectrves and BLM policy derectrves. by enpron ing wridife habaat Currenth) om unsatisfactory Comdimcm 
and marmarneng habaat currently om satifaccon Comdrtion 


Rationale The Bl M is responsible for managemenm of wridife habnat on the Resowre Areas puttin lands HIM 
Poly requires managemem for self sustarmeng populatiom and a natural abundame and divervty of wridlilc 


Comtrnue ongomg mvemones and monstonng studres on bey wridhfe hahuat and 
Popedations | stablish nomgarne herd studies om cach mayor habaat tyme (Also see W rleflite 
Habuat, Goal |, #5 ip 94) and Goal }. #2 «p 97) 


Comermue to develop and marmamn eridhfe habaat emprovemen proyects (¢ gw ridlite 
water developments. fence modificanon projects. exclosures. prescribed burm) except 
where projects would adveruety affect salmon weecthead trout or bull trowt habuats or 
other mmporiant resource values 


( omtmue to enplement. and revise as appropriate the Willow Creek Summ fast Fork 
Salmon River and (belly Slough Habnat Managemen Plans (HMPs) (see 4fa hmen ” 
Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Actreem Plans p 101) 


( emtmue route coordmaton procedures with the Anema! and Plan Health Inamec non 
Service (APHIS) on maners concerning arumal damage comtrol (ADK) Annually review 
the ADC cooperative agreement to determune the need for modifx ation 


implemen efforts to acquire tracts of ngh value wridiefe habuat (eg key Ing game 
women ranges tngh value ectiand npanan habriats) as cpportunmes arise 


Desegnate OHV use om the following areas as “hemned™ to protect wridlife \alues with the 
lematanons as follows  Prohibw motonzed vetucle travel during the «emer spring penod 
herecen December |6 and Apri 10) imctusrve Restrict motonzed vehu te travel to 
eursteng roads. vetucle ways and tasks herecen May | and December |S mmchuerve (Also 
see OV Use, Goal |, #1. p 69 and Map 1) ONT Leet 


&) = Cartson Hells (4.200 acres) 
b) Willow Creeh Summ. eth winter range 
©) Donkey Mile ACEC 


———— A Tc eR —_—— 
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& Bech Creek ACEC 
ce) Old Stage Road 
f) Second Spreng Basen 


Dewered Plant Communmes (DPC) for meeting eiidiefe habaat otyectrves on rangeland 
ete, wowkd be those what produce masimum amounts of forage and natural Cover (see 
Livestock Grazing. Goal |, #10. p 61) 


in the follow ong «ridife habua: areas unless NEPA analyse and comuhotum wath the 
[DG determene that restnctioms on a permed actrvity are net mecessay Bl M permuned 
actrvites (other than permeted brvestach use unless restncted elaewhere) would be (|) 
restricted to prevemt dreturhance during the specified crucial pervads and ()) desgred to 
chomename adverse effects (in comsuhanon with the [DFG and other mmeresied publics) 


11/1540 
4Wow 


w1S-7/15 
214% 
1540 
1-715 
$1731 
41.715 
41430 
y1-5/15 
415690 
S14 


implement the Salmon BLM's Fish and Wildlife 2000 Plan (1993) as follows 


(a) leeprove habrtat quality for beg game and upland gare wither |S years on appro. 
mately 4 (100 acres by (|) developing new wiidhfe watering sources at appropriate 
locations. (2) madfymng trvestact fences as necessary to conform with BLM dengn 
standards and (1) using prescribed fire or other types of vegetatrve treatment to 
meorease forage quality and avarlatility on tig game ranges 


(b) leventory commercial tember stands for raptor nest estes and update existing raptor 
cleff nesteng ste mmventones withen |‘ years 


ic) Prowse water for wildlife between June | and October 15 (at those key livestock 
water troughs where the need for wiidiife water 1 identified) by emplementing a coor 
denated program with the IDFG and affected lrvestack operators 


(c) Improve osprey habuat to suppor $ breeding pairs by mmstalling nesteng platforms 
along the Salmon River cornder within 10 years 
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W idlite Hatusas 


(e) To munemuze Grturhance of evidiefe Guring crucial sumer penads seasonal accupancy 
stapulauoms (as descrihed wp fra tmen |()  Leasahie Minerals Supelanoms: Stguila 
wom *! and 2 pp | 138) oe) apety to energy muncral leases and apphcanom for 
permuts to drill on approwumatcty $50.01 acres of tug game wimer ranges 


(f)} The followwng areas would be « preurity for wiidivfe habuat actrvity planmeng = cfh 
habaat m the Donkey Hells tughorn sheep habaat m the East Fort Salmon River. 
Bect ( reek. Morgan Creek. and ( romk s Canyon areas. and wetland habeat om (belly 
Slough See Map |’ Bighorn Sheep Winter Ranges. Map 2! Dik Winter Ranges 
and Donkey Hills Calving Area, amd Map |& Chilly Slough Wetland Conservanor 
Preyect Area 


On a case-by-case basn. coordmate eth approprate Federally recogmzed tribes on 
wridirfe habuat management actions that may affect thal treaty nghts In addimon when 
developung management plan: and emprovement proyects give pnonty consideration to 
Provide henefits to wildlife species tradtronally used for subsistence and non subsrstence 
purposes by Natrve Amencan groups under treaty 


Wethdraw forty-one (4!) small forest stands totalling about 980 acres (prumanty old 
growth) from the commercial tember base to mamtam wridiife cover m open areas (see 
Map C Suitable Commercial Timberiands) Also see Forest Resources. Goal |, #23. p 
52 for forest management to marmarm ofd growth forest values for wiidlife 


bot additonal RMP decisions which manage and protect habitat for wiidiite ahve see ACEC s 
» “Managemen Decisions Common to Al) ACEICs” and Birch Creek, Cronk’s Canyon, Donkey 
Hills, Summa Creek. and Thousand Springs ACECs (see pp 29-33 and 38-39) and Biological 
Diversity, Goal |, #14, p. 40 


Geal 3. Riparian Wiidlite Habuat \mprove npanan and wetland areas to provide quality hatutat for all mpanan- 
dependent wridhfe epecies 


Rationale, The BI M is responsible for managing wetland mpanan areas to protect: marta and enhance ther 
umque characterretics More species of wildlife (game nongame threatened endangered and sensi ve species) 
depend on wetland mpanan habvtat than on amy other wngle habetat type 


2 


Develop mpanan pastures and mpanan study exc losures throughout the Resource Area 
where an ID team identifies the opportunry 


Comtynue ongomg npanan inventones and monmtonng studies and implement additional 
mventones and studies as needed 


Implement the npanan pornon of the Salmon BL M's Fish and Wildlife 2000 Plan (199') 
as follows 


(a) lmprove 75 percent of mpanan habwtat (as defined wm the Glossary, p | 80) to “proper 
functioning condmon” (see Anachmen: | Ripanan Wetland 4rea function ( lassifi- 
cation, pp 101-102) Thi would be accomplished through a coordmated [ID team 
Process to umplement the npanan obyectives and management decison: des mhed 
under Fisheries (pp 45-47), Livestock Grazing (pp 99-63). and Riparian Areas (pp 
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79-82). 


(b) Continue to implement the Chilly Slough wetland conservation project. as described 
in Attachment 11: Summary of the Chilly Slough Wetland Conservation Project, p. 
144). (Also see Land Tenure and Access. Goal |, #6, p. 54.) 


(c) Construct nest boxes, nest platforms, nesting islands, and fences, as appropriate. to 
the Main Salmon River. Design and implement management strategies on these key 
wetland sites and other mparian sites to increase residual vegetation for waterfowl! 
nesting cover and improve nongame wildlife habutat. 


Goal 4: Re-establish bighorn sheep and other native wildlife species mm unoccupied habitats, consistent with IDFG 
management plan goals 


Rationale: The IDFG bighorn sheep management plan calls for remtroduction of bighorn sheep into several areas. 
It is BLM policy that remtroduction of native wildlife species may be considered when sponsored by the State 


wildlife agency. 


1. Remtroductions of native wiidhife may be considered when proposed. Pnor to remtroduc- 
tion, resolve conflicts with other resource uses (if determined to exist) through an 
imterdisciplinary team and NEPA process in consultation with the IDFG, appropriate 
Federally recognized tribes. and other interested parties. (Also see Attachment 7. 1998 
Revised Guidelines for Domestic Sheep and Goat Management in Netive Wild Sheep 
Habitats, pp. 117-119.) 


AT a TE I I a TE ETE 
Wild and Scenic Rivers 


Geal 1: identify nvers which are suitable for inclusion in the National Wild and Scemic River System (see Attachment 
18: Wild and Scenic Rivers Study, pp. 152-153) and prescribe appropriate management. 


Rationale: Required by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (P.L. 90-542. as amended) and BLM policy. 


1. (a) Public land uses within Wild and Scenic River (WSR) corndors of river segments 
which are found suitable or are eligible for further study, with a suitability finding 
deferred until a later coordinated study (see Map H. Wild and Scenic River Suitabil- 
ity Findings and #2-5 below), would be managed to maintain the level of development 
that resulted in the segments’ tentative classifications, to ensure non-degradation of 
outstandingly remarkable (OR) values, and to protect free-flowing characteristics, 


(b) River segments which are either found suitable or eligible for further coordinated 
study in this PRMP, but later released by Congress from WSR review, would be 
managed in accordance with other applicable sections of the PRMP. 
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Wild and Scenic Rivers 


deferred until a coordinated river study with the State of Idaho and the USFS is com- 


pleted Pending compicnon of that study. manage these segments as stated in #1a above. 
East Fork Salmon River “A” (EF-@la) 
OR values: Scenic, Recreational, Fishenes 


East Fork Salmon River “B” (EF-4ib) 


Thompson Creek (MS-33) 
OR values: Fisheries 
Classification. Recreational 


Squaw Creek (MS-37) 
OR values: - Fishernes 
Classification. Recreational 


Bay horse Creek (MS-46) 
OR values: Fisheries 
Classification Recreational 


Pahsimeroi River “A” (P-27) 
OR values: Scenic, Recreational, Fisheries. Cultural 


Mahogany Creek (P-29) 
OR values: Scenic, Recreational, Fisheries 
Classification. Scenic 


3. The following nver segment 1s cligible for further study, with a surtability finding deferred 
until a coordinated river study with the Upper Snake River District BLM ts completed. 
Pending completion of that study. manage this segment as stated in #1a above 

Summit Creek (LL-01) 
Clessificetion: Bi war 
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4 The following mver segments are found suitable Manage as specified below (im addition 
to the management outlined m #/a above). 


Big Lost River “A” (BL-17) 
OR values: Scenic, Recreational, Geological, Cultural, Ecological, Other 
Classification: Scenic 


Suitable with a Scenic classification - only the 7.3 mile segment including 
the portion of Big Lost River “A” above TSN, R2IE, Section 30 
NENWSENW and the North Fork Big Lost River. Any plans developed for 
the affected area would include, as a pnonry, maimtenance and enhancement 
of the outstandingly remarkable cottonwood gallery forest 


Herd Creek (EF-12) 
OR values: Fishenes, Cultural 
Classification Recreational 


5. The following nver segments are found suitable only as part of a system of river 
segments Manage as stated im #la above. 


East Fork Big Lost River (BL-15) 
OR values Scenic. Recreational 
Classification Recreation.' 


Surtable with a Recreational classification, only as part of a system including 
the Big Lost River "A" - BL-17 (and the North Fork Big Lost River - see 
#4 above) 


Dry Creek (LL-03) 
OR values: Scenic, Recreational 
Classification Recreational 


Sustable with a Recreational classification. only as part of a system including 
USFS lands. 


West Fork Morgan Creek (MS-67) 
OR values: Fisheries, Cultural 
ecienten & anal 


Surtable with a Recreational classificahon, only as part of a system including 
USFS lands. 
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Attachment |. Riparian-Wetland Area Function Classification 


Attachment |: Riparian-Wetland Area Function Classification 


Note: The pnmary source for this discussion of mpanan-wetland areca condition classes is the USDI-BLM 
Riparian Area Management Technical Report 1737-9 (1993): Process for Assessing Proper Functioning 
Condition. 


RMP objectives for the improvement of mparian-wetland areas are based on functional condition 
condition of a mparian-wetland area results from the interaction among the geology. soil, water, 
and vegetation in the area. Classification is determined by evaluating the condition of certain 
attributes are important indicators of overall system function. The capability and potential of the 
stream and the associated mparian area are key assessments im determin.ng the functionality of a 
riparian area. All streams do not have the same capabilities or potential to achieve a certain 
functioning condition. Capability and potential are considered when placing a riparian area in one 
of the following three categories: 

Proper Functioning - Riparian arcas im this class are functioning properly when adequate 
vegetation, land form, or large woody debris are present to dissimate stream energy. attenuate high 
water flows, filter sediment, capture bedload matenal, develop and maintain floodplains, provide 
forage for grazing animals, improve water retention and water quality, recharge ground water, 


stabilize streambanks, reduce erosion, provide fish and wildlife habitat, and support biodiversity. 
Proper functioning riparian areas have several key physical and biological attributes: 
1) Geomorphological attributes include one or more of the following: 


a) Bank stability - Vegetation, rock, cobble or woody debris are adequate to protect the 
stream channel and streambank from the crosive forces of water. 


b) Well-developed floodplains are adjacent to non-incised channels. 
c) Inctsed channels have developed a floodplain stabilized by desirable mpanan vegetation. 


d) Channel geometry allows bankfull discharge which results in floodplain activation on a 
regular basis (¢.¢.. 2 to 3 year flow event). 


2) Vegetation attributes 
a) Herbaceous canopy is dominated by hydric herbaceous species with soil-binding root 
systems (such as sedge and rush species) which are exhibiting high vigor. 


b) If woody species are present, the age class distribution includes replacement stock 
(seedlings and saplings). 
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3) Watershed attributes 


a) Watershed attributes reduce the potential for high flow events and maintain adequate 
levels of summer and winter base flows. A fully functional watershed would have plant 
communities exhibiting vegetative and litter cover necessary to reduce surface flows and 


Eunctional At-risk - Includes mpanan or wetland systems that are functioning to dissipate stream 
energy without detenoration, but lack some of the important attributes of properly functioning 
systems. They are susceptible to degradation because of the sensitivity of the system to high 
runoff events, or because desirable attributes are lacking or may not be sustained in the long term. 
For example, functional at-msk systems may have the following physical and biological attributes: 


1) Geomorphology - Channels with well developed floodplains, or incised channels with stable 
or developing floodplains that are at msk because of channel type, crodible soils, unacceptable 
bank stability, or downstream channel characteristics such as headcuts. 


2) Vegetation - Bank stabilizing vegetation is not dominant. Woody riparian species age class 
distributions may be madequate to maintain plant populations. Herbaceous plant communities 
may lack adequate amounts of deeply-rooted vegetation to stabilize banks, filter sediment, and 
develop and maintain floodplains. 


3) Watershed - Degraded watershed condition or madequate vegetative and litter cover imcreases 
the likelihood of damaging high flows from precipitation events or spring thawing. 

Nen-functional - Includes mpanan or wetland systems that are not functioning as described above. 

or may be showing evidence of further detenoration because the required physical and tnological 

1) Geomorphology - Incised channel with limited or no floodplain development. 

2) Vegetation - Desirable vegetative species are not present in the required amounts, leaving 
banks unprotected. 

3) Watershed - Degraded watershed condition, inadequate vegetative and litter cover, or existing 
mils and gullies increase the likelihood of damaging high flows from precipitation events or 
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Attachment 2: Procedures Used When Developing or Revising Activity Plans 


The following procedures would be used when developing or revising activity plans, such as 
Allotment Management Plans (AMPs), wild horse Herd Management Arca Plans (HMAPs), 
wildlife Habstat Management Plans (HMPs), Integrated Resource Activity Plans (IRAPs) and other 
activity plans: 


Assemble an imterdisciplinary team to participate throughout the process. 
Define the planning area boundary. 


Conduct a watershed assessinent, or review and update, as necessary, existing 
watershed assessments. 


identify resource values present throughout the area _ ot just those affected. 
Address data needs - existing data and data gaps 
Identify resource objectives 


Identify strategies to meet resource objectives. Provide rationale and docu.nent how 


identify schedule of implementation. necessary projects, support services needs. 
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Attachment 3: Component Practices for Grazing Management in Licu of BMPs 


in order to actneve the goal of obtammng property fuactnang mpanan zones. ¢ CcTain amount of standing 
vegetation stubble 1s required dunng the scheduled gracing penod This stubble smould be at least 4 inches 
in hexght on mpanan areas in proper functonmng condition or functional-at-msk condmon with upward trend. 
and at least 6 inches m height on mpanan areas m functional-at-nsk condimon with downward trend or non- 
functional condition (see Rapasan Arcas, Goal |, #5, p. 80). 


The foliowmg guidelines are umended to provide an approuimate relationship for use m companng traditional 
uuhzanon levels with expected grazing penod four to sx mch stubble height ressduals These seasonal 
uthzanon levels are approxmmate. dependent on annual clumatic condihons and grass species. and most 
appropnate for mpanan grasses sumilar om general growth form to Poa pratensis, Agrostis stolonifera, and 
Deschampua cespttosa Stubble height versus percent utilization relationships for these mpanan grasses. 
as well as Carex opp and Juncus opp. are referenced im Kunney and Clary. 1994, 4 Photographic Utilization 
Guide jor Kev Riparian Graminoids, USFS \mtermoumam Research Stanon The required four to six inch 
stubb ¢ height on these palatable mpanan grasses 1s generally expected to be actueved through the follow ing 
seasonal utlizaton standards and management practices from Clary and Webster (|989) recommended for 
peccares with guod to high ecological status mpanan areas. 


i Om pastures grazed m the sprng only. utshzation of streamside herbaceous forage should be lumred to 
about 65%. and livestock should be removed by July 10 to allow for regrowth. On lower elevation 
ranges the appropnate spring removal date may be substantially carher 


2 Streamside utilization of herbaceous forage m summer-grazed pastures 8}, wid not exceed 40 to S0">. 


3. Fall use of streamside vegetation should not exceed about ¥%% with four to six inches of stubble 
remaiming. as noted above 


4 = Season-long grazing should be lnmted to situations such as mpanan pastures. where animal use and 
distnbution can be carefully contiolled and stubble height requirements can be met 


S Special situations, such as critical fishernes habstats or casily eroded streambanks. may require stubble 
heights greater than six inches 


The above recommendations are for mpanan zones m good to ngh ecological status In degraded mpanan 
areas, complete rest from livestock grazing may be needed to mitiate recovery. Once recovery to mid to 
late seral status has occurred, rotation management systems may allow mpanan zones to remain im good 
condition, provided all livestock are removed after the grazmg penod. 


Case-by-case grazing management practices compatible with those outlined by Clary and Webster (1989) 
would be applied and BMPs developed mm accordance with the /daho Agricultural Pollution Abatement Plan 
(idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare ef af 1993) for allotments which contain riparian habitat. Woody 
vegetation use requirements would also be developed as needed 
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Attachment 4: Riparian Habitat Area Width Delineation 
in Streams or Other Waterbodies 


Rupanan habstat delincations would be apphed to four stream or water body categones (see below) 
subject to specific standards or guidelines. The delineated areas include riparian corridors, 
wetlands, and other arcas where proper ecological function is crucial to maintenance of the aquatic 
system. These riparian habitat delincations would apply until (a) a watershed assessment is 
completed by an ID team or (b) a site-specific analysis of cach action is conducted and described 
by an ID tearm. and the rationale for any nparian area width delineation modification is completed. 


Category 1 (fish bearing streams): Riparian habitat width for perenmial fish-bearing streams 
or perenmal portions of intermuttent fish-bearing sticams im forested systems consists of the stream 
and the area on cither side of the stream extending from the edges of the active stream channel 
to the top of the inner gorge, or to the outer edges of the 10-year floodplain, or to the outer 
edges of mpanan vegetation, or to a distance equal to the height of two site-potential trees, or 300 
feet slope distance (600 feet, including both sides of the stream channel), whichever is greatest. 
Riparian habitat width for perennial fish-bearing streams or perennial portions of intermit- 
tent fish-bearing streams in non-forested rangeland systems is the 100-year Noodplain. 


Category 2 (non-fish bearing streams): Riparian habitat width for perenmal non-fish-bearing 
streams im forested systems consists of the stream and the area on cither side of the stream 
extending from the edges of the active stream channel to the top of the inner gorge. or to the outer 
edges of the 10-year floodplain, or to the outer edges of riparian vegetation, or to a distance 
equal to the height of one site-potential tree, or 150 feet slope distance (300 feet, including both 
sides of the stream channel), whichever is greatest Riparian habitat width for perennial non- 
fish-bearing streams in non-forested rangeland systems is the 100-year Moodplain. 


Category 3 (ponds, lakes, reservoirs, and wetlands greater than | acre): Consists of the entire 
body of water or wetland area, extending to the outer edges of the niparian vegetation. or to the 
extent of the seasonally saturated soil, or to the extent of moderately aad highly unstable areas. 
or to a distance equal to the height of one site-potential tree, or 150 feet slope distance from the 
edge of the maximum pool elevation of constructed ponds and reservoirs, or from the edge of the 
wetland, pond or lake, whichever is greatest. 
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Category 4 (wetlands less than | acre, landslides, and landslide prone areas): The category 
mcludes features with hugh vanability m suze and site-specific charactensncs Al a minimum the 
npanan widths must mclude: 


athe extent of landshdes and landshde-prone arcas. 

b. for key watersheds, the arca from the edges of the wetland, landslide. or landshide-prone 
area to a distance equal to the height of one site-potential tree, or 100 fect slope distance. 
whichever ts greatest; and 

c. for watersheds not identified as key watersheds, the arca from the edges of the wetland, 
landslide, or landslide-prone area to a distance equal to the height of one-half site- 
potential tree, or SO feet slope distance, whichever is greatest. 


(Note: Refer to the Environmental Assessment for the Interim Strategies for Managing 
Anadromous F ish-producing Watersheds in Eastern Oregon and Washington. Idaho, and Portions 
of California (USDA-Forest Service and USDI-BLM 1995) for a more detailed discussion of 
mpanan habitat area delineations ) 


The width of the dewnecated riparian habutat area generally includes beth the npanan habwtat area itvell and 
the aquatx habuat area adjacent to ut Pornens of the asacent upland habitat area may alse he mcluded 
depending on the influence the uplands may exert on the riparian and aquatn habuats 


106 Challis Proposed RMP Final EIS 


We ¥ 


Anetmen ‘ andard Operaumg Prxnedurcs 


Attachment S$: Standard Opersting Procedures 


Ceneral 


A watershed asscwment would be compicted m the followimg stuahom (a) pmor to any 
activity whch rs devermened by an ID tcam to have the potential for substantial watervhed- 
level effects. (b) pnor to develapment or revissan of activity plams. or (c) as otherwise needed 
to enhance resource and programm management within a specified watershed 


An wmmerdrsciphinary team (see Glossary. p 174) will be used to plan and dewgn actrvines and 
proyects and help resolve conflicts between competing resource valucs 


A site-specific field assessment for threatened. endangered. and sensitive plant. anumal and fish 
species will be completed as pan of the assesement of the effects of all authorized achonms 
Assessments will be completed or reviewed by botanrsts wridiife trologrets. and fishenes 
trologrsts: 


Proyects will be planned and designed to reduce or clemmnate empacts to special status enecies 
populations 


Case-by-case conferencing and consultation will be conducted with the US Fish and Wridirfe 
Service and (or) the Natonal Marme Fishenes Service for achons that may affect threatened. 
endangered. and other special status plant. animal. or fish species. as required by the 
Endangered Species Act 


Burn plans which include modent and cumulative au quality comuderatons wl be developed 
for all prescribed burn treatments 


All road construction will be om comphance with the road standards set forth in BLM Manual 
Section 9113. 


All noxsous weed treatment will be done m conformance with the Northwest Area Noxious 
Weed Control Program EIS, imchucing preparation of a pesticide use proposal and a srte- 
specific emvronmental assessment All apphcation of restncted-use pesticides will be done 
under supervision of a certified pesticide specialist 


Cultural Resources 


The BLM will make a reasonable and good faith effort to wentify and evaluate historic 
Properties as mandated by Federal histor preservanon legrianon Intensive Class III cultural 
resource inventories as specified in BLM Manual Section 811! will be conducted for all 
surface -disturbing proyect activites or the sale or transfer of lands from | ederal ownershep 
Addmmonal review and consultation with the Siate Histor Preservation Officer (SHPO) may 
identify other activites with the potential to affect cultural resources. thus requiring inventory 
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The BLM will consult with the SHPO and te Advisory Council on Histonc Preservanon pnor 
to umpl.menting BLM actions, im accordsence with -eulatory guidance or by specific 
agreement. BLM actions will be designed w have n> ad crse effects on histonc propernes 
through the use of avondance, data recovery, and pro) ~" sbandonment. 


All hazardous materials incidents on public lands will be handled as outlined im the Idaho 
BLM Contingency Plan for Hazardous Materials Incidents (January 1997. or as updated) or 
other appropnate gusdance 


All acnons authorizing the use of hazardous matcnals will comply with Federal and State 
regulatrons 


BLM personne! will recerve the foilowmg hazardous maternals qwareness traming (a) 
Education m accordance with the BLM Hazardous Waste Sae Operation Harwopper Health 
and Safety Program will be conducted annually (b) All employees will recerve a minemum 
& hour hazardous maternal awareness trang annually | mployees that have field-onented 
posmans will recerve a 24 hour trang course Hazardous matenals coordinators will recerve 
40 hours of trammg. along with an annual § hour refresher trammg (Hazardous matcrnals 
coordmators typically recerve extensive additional trameng ) (c) All pesticide applicators for 
the BLM will be certified by the state and BLM. 


The following pracess will be followed upon encountering a suspected hazardous maternal 
me ident 


(a) The metal response will be access control, notuficahon of appropnate authorities, and 
lermited securing and investigation of the suspected site 


(>) After identification of the site as potentially comamung hazardous maternals, access 
comtrol and prelmenary investigation. unplement the BL M's ( aoperatrve Agreement « ith 
the State of Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) This Cooperative 
Agreement provides for assistance to the BLM im sampling and identifymng the hazardous 
maternal mvestigateng the site further, and approving contractor removal or remediation 


work plam 


(c) Upon determining the need to remove or remediate site contammants, unplement the 
Statewide Hazardous Waste Removal Contract (1992. or as updated) This contract 


provides for a comtractor with ready-respomse capability to remove or remediate any 
hazardous maternal from the ste 
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Anachment S Suandard Operating Procedures 


Land Tenure and Access 


1. 


The BLM will cooperate with local (city and county) governments to identify public lands 
which mght provide for orderly community expansion or for other public purposes. Public 
lands identified for these uses will be retained until the city or county either develops a 
planned use, or m ts identified for a more important use by the BLM. 


Lands will be acquired. sold. or exchanged m accordance with FLPMA and other applicable 
Federal laws and regulations to provide for more efficient management of the public lands and 
to accomplish management objectives developed m approved land use plans Land use plans 
must be cxplicst as to which FLPMA Section 203 criterion is met for cach tract identified for 
sale However, disposal action 1s discretionary and 1s neither required nor mandatory. 


Public lands will be managed for the protection and enhancement of known habstat for State 
and Federal sensitive. threatened. or endangered plant and amma! species: 


All public lands proposed for disposal will be mventoned m accordance with the current 
memorandum of understanding between the BLM. the State Histonc Preservation Officer, and 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. Lands with sites eligible for the National 
Register of Histonc Places will not be disposed of without a finding of no adverse effects (36 
CFR 800.9 (c)). 


Private mholdings which are acquired within Wilderness Study Arcas (WSAs) will be 
managed consistent with the BLM's Intern Management Policy for Lands Under W tiderness 
Review wnt! Congress designates them or decides they are unsuttable Disposal of public 
lands within WSAs is prohibited. If Congress decides they are unsuitable, they will be 
managed mm accordance with this RMP. 


Consistency will be mamtamed with county zoning regulations. other State and Federal agency 
land use plans, and treaties covering ceded lands pursuant to Department of the Imtenor 
regulations and BLM policy. “so long as the guidance and resource management plans are also 
consistent with the purposes. pohoes and programs of federal laws and regulatiom applicable 
to public land...” (43 CFR 1610.3-2). 


Areas of known geological structures or areas contarmmng high potential for mineral develap- 
ment will normally be retamed im public ownershuyp Exchange of subsurface estates, when 
it 18m the government's interest, 1s encouraged 


Available BLM resources should first be directed to the management and enhancement of 
identified Management Areas (see Glossary, p 176) Lesser pnonty should be grven to the 
management and enhancement of identified Adjustment Areas (see Giossan p 166 and Map 
A Adjustment ianagement Areas). (See Land Tenure and Access, Goals | and 2, pp. 53.56 
for descrpptions of areas proposed as Management Areas and Adjustment Areas ) 
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9. All land use authorizations (e.g. permits, leases, nghts-of-way) will contain standard 
stpulations as applicable. 


Minerals 


1. Oil and gas leasing and development will be managed under regulations found in 43 CFR 
3100. 


2. Geothermal leasing and development will be managed under regulations found in 43 CFR 
3200. 


3. Non-energy minerals will be managed under regulations found in 43 CFR 3500. 

4. Mineral material disposals will be managed under regulations found in 43 CFR 3600. 

5. Locatable minerals will be managed under regulations found in 43 CFR 3800. 

6. A plan of operations will be required when an operation will disturb more than five acres in 
any calendar year, or for any level of activity exceeding casual use in the following special 
category lands: 


(a) Areas designated for potential addition to or which are an actual component of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 


(b) Designated Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. 


(c) Areas designated as part of the National Wilderness Preservation System and administered 
by the BLM. 


(d) Areas designated as “closed” to off-road vehicle use. 


Noxious Weeds 


The following standard operating procedures from the Final Environmental Impac. Statement. 
Vegetation Treatment on BLM Lands in Thirteen Western States (BLM 1991) will be followed: 


1. Use only the 21 herbicides approved for use. Two specific herbicides, Amitrole and 
Dalapon, are rejected for use on public lands. 


2. All seed purchased for reseeding will be tested for purity and noxious weeds. 
3. BLM Manual 9014 will be followed when using biological controls. 
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As part of site-specific analysis and preluminary planning of weed management and vegeta- 
tion treatment, a field survey will be completed which includes assessment of mparian values, 
values that may be affected by treatment. 


A NEPA analysis will be conducted for treatment proposals. 


Projects which may affect cultural resources will be subject to standard cultural surveys and 
site clearances. 

Herbicide treatment in recreation areas will occur before or after maximum use periods. 
Treatment sites will be posted. 


Projects that may affect threatened or endangered species will be subject to Section 7 
consultation with the USFWS and (or) NMFS. 


If herbicides are used, those with minimum toxicity to fish and wildlife will be selected 
Protective buffer areas will be provided along riparian and dry water courses. 


Paleontological Resources 


A professional paleontologist will be consulted upon identification of paleontological 
resources within the area of affect of a BLM-permitted or initiated action. 


Wilderness Study Areas 


Until released by Congress, Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs) will continue to be managed 
in accordance with the BLM's Interim Management Policy and Guidelines for Lands Under 
Wilderness Review (H-8550-1; 7/5/95). 


WSAs designated as wilderness will be withdrawn from ail forms of mineral entry and the 
general land laws. 


Wild Horses and Burros 


Gathering will take place in the fall, after major foaling has occurred and when air tempera- 
tures are lower, reducing stress on the animals. 


Pasture and allotment boundary fences between the capture site and animals to be captured 
will be rolled out of the way or completely removed prior to moving horses through the area. 


Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS Th 


Chapter 2 - Proposed RMP 


3. If helicopters are used in the capture process, only experienced pilots authorized by the 
Office of Aircraft Services will be utilized. 

4. A qualified veterinarian will be on-site at all times during the capture and animal processing 
process. 

5. Removal of excess animals will be in accordance with Federal regulations regarding the Wild 
Horse and Burro Act of 197! and State of Idaho estray and humane animal treatment laws. 


6. Humane disposal of sick, lame, or old animals will be accomplished by shooting by 
authorized BLM employees or drugging by a qualified veterinarian using only injectable 
barbiturates. 


7. The BLM will cooperate with the State of Idaho during gatherings. A State brand inspector 
will be contacted prior to gatherings, and all branded horses gathered will be turned over to 
the brand inspector in accordance with State estray laws. 


8. If a becomes necessary to hold animals in the capture facility for any period of time, such 
as overnight, adequate water and feed will be made available. 


|. Perceived conflicts between big game and livestock for forage and habitat will be studied 
according to the Policy Statement and Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the 
IDFG, BLM and USFS (see Attachment 6, pp. 113-116), as long as the MOU remains in 
effect. 


2. BLM guidelines for domestic sheep and goat management in native wild sheep habitats (see 
Attachment 7, pp. 117-119) will be implemented as part of the RMP. 


3. Wildlife escape devices will be installed and maintained im all water troughs. 


Wild and Scenic Rivers 


1. Management activities on public lands adjacent to a designated Wild and Scenic River will 
be managed to protect the outstandingly remarkable values for which the Wild and Scenic 
River was designated. 
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Attachment 6: IDFG/USFS/BLM Elk Policy Statement 
and Memorandum of Understanding 


Policy Statement 


This policy statement addresses the complex issue of perceived conflicts between wild ungulate 
and domestic livestock use of public rangelands. Riparian areas in particular have been the focus 
of the controversy, but the issue is not restricted to those areas. Misinformation, livestock use, 
responsible for these perceptions. The various agencies are committed, by law, to the enhance- 
ment, protection, and proper management of public rangeland resources. 


Little or no scientifically collected data exist to support claims that wild ungulates have had or 
are having a detrimental impact on areas of concern. In the past, efforts to determine the extent 
of the conflict, or even to determine if a conflict exists, have been fragmented, incomplete, or 
unsuccessful. These efforts indicate the need for a unified approach to study the problem on areas 
of concer. 


Through a Memorandum of Understanding, the agencies will implement an interdisciplinary 
approach to define problems on a case-by-case basis and, if necessary, to determine actual use by 
both wild and domestic ungulates through a monitoring program. Before monitoring results are 
presented publicly or used to determine specific courses of management action, interagency 
concurrence shall be required on (1) the adequacy of data collected through the monitoring 
program, and (2) the conclusions arrived at from the analysis of monitoring data. 


Public demand currently exists to maintain or increase all wild ungulate populations for both 


consumptive and nonconsumptive recreational uses. We will stress to concerned parties and the 
public that our first priority is to properly manage the vegetative resource. Multiple-use 
management of public lands must reflect changing demands for recreation, wildlife habitat, 
livestock grazing, and various other uses. 

It shall be the policy of the undersigned agencies to: 


1. Recognize and stress that proper management of the vegetative resource takes priority over 
competing demands for that resource. 


2. Define or evaluate perceived conflicts on a case-by-case basis. 


3. Utilize interdisciplinary teams to establish procedures for collection of monitoring data 
relevant to rangeland conflicts. 


4. Utilize interdisciplinary/interagency teams to analyze and evaluate monitoring data. 
5. Define the problem and resolve it through proper management practices. 
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6. Publicly present the results, recommendations, or decisions based on the monitoring data 
only upon the mutual concurrence of all of the undersigned agencies. 


Signed by the following agency representatives: 
Jerry Conley, Director, Idaho Department of Fish and Game (September 3, 1991) 
Gray F. Reynolds, Regional Forester, USDA, Forest Service - Region 4 (October 9, 1991) 


Pieter J. Van Zanden, Associate State Director, USDI, Bureau of Land Management - Idaho 
(October 26, 1991) 


Memorandum of Understanding 


Idaho Department of Fish and Game, Region 7 
USDA Forest Service, Challis and Salmon National Forests 
USDI Bureau of Land Management, Salmon District 


This Memorandum « “ Understanding is entered into by and between the Idaho Department of Fish 
and Game, Region 7, hereinafter referred to as the Department, the Forest Service, USDA, Salmon 
and Challis National Forests, hereinafter referred to as the Forest Service, and the Bureau of Land 
Management, USDI, Salmon District, hereiafter referred to as the Bureau. 


WHEREAS, The Department has been created under the laws of the State of Idaho to provide 
for the protection, preservation, and management of wildlife and fish populations within the State, 
and 


WHEREAS, The Forest Service is authorized by acts of Congress and by regulations issued 
by the Secretary of Agriculture to manage fish and wildlife habitat on the National Forest system 
lands, and 


WHEREAS, The Bureau is authorized by acts of Congress and by regulations issued by the 
Secretary of the Interior to manage fish and wildlife habitat on the public lands, and 


WHEREAS, it is the mutual desire of the Department, the Forest Service, and the Bureau to 
work together for the common purpose of developing, maintaining, and managing all resources 
on lands administered by the National Forests and the Bureau for the best interests of the people 
of Idaho and of the United States. 


114 Challis Proposed RMP/Final E!S 


// 


Attachment 6: IDFG/USFS/‘BLM Elk Policy Statement and MOU 


NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the above premises, it is mutually agreed and 
understood by the Bureau, the Department, and the Forest Service that: 


Monitoring efforts for rangeland conflicts will be sufficient to determine utilization levels by both 


Monitoring studies relevant to rangeland conflicts will be designed to identify the primary source 
of impacts and obtain necessary data in a systematic and defendable manner. 


The aforementioned studies will be mutually done at one of three levels of intensity, determined 
by primary objectives, the resource values of the area in question, the degree and kind of conflict 
perceived to be occurring, and the amount of controversy surrounding the subject area. 


The first level of monitoring intensity used to detect conflicts between wild ungulates and 
livestock shall involve one of the following two methods: (1) The utilization pattern mapping 
method may be used, before and after livestock grazing has occurred, if an entire area or 
watershed has been identified as the area of concern. (2) The utilization transect method may 
be used if the area of concern is site-specific and can be adequately sampled by a transect. 
Riparian zones or vegetative manipulation projects are examples of site-specific areas where 
utilization transects are applicable. 


The height-weight method to determine percent utilization shall be used on utilization transects. 
Utilization cages and/or a utilization gauge (Aldon, E.F. and R.E. Francis. 1984. A modified 


utilization gauge for western range grasses. USDA Forest & Range Res. Sta. Res. note RM-438) 
will be used to establish height-weight relationships for key forage species. 


The second level of monitoring intensity will require use of the paired-plot utilization method. 

Paired plot utilization cages are placed and clipped: (1) before the livestock use an area; (2) after 

the livestock use an area; and (3) at the end of the growing season. This method can be used in 
hinati iy tilizati cn 


The third and more intensive level of monitoring will require both the use of exclosures and the 
paired plot utilization method. An area fenced to exclude both wild and domestic ungulates would 
be constructed within a larger livestock exclosure. Wild ungulates would not be prevented from 
using the livestock exclosure, but would be unable to use the innermost exclosure. Use within 
these exclosures could then be compared to cach other and to ev tide the exclosures that are 
used by both wild and domestic ungulates. 


Whenever possible and funding is available the utility establishing exclosures constructed as 
described above can be useful even when not used in conjunction with any level of monitoring. 
An ocular reconnaissance of the exclosed areas can often reveal even to the casual observer 
whether or not a conflict exists. 


Permanent photo plots shall also be established at monitoring sites. Depending on the level of 
significance determined via level one, either the second or third level of monitoring will be done. 
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The significance of ungulate use under the first, second, or third level of monitoring will be 
determined by the interagency team. 


Conclusions derived from monitoring data will have the concurrence of all agencks before being 
presented publicly. Problems identified im this manner would then be resolved through a change 
iN resource Management practices. 


Interdisciplinary teams will be formed to collect, analyze and evaluate data on cach area of 
concern. The teams will include a wildlife biologist, land manager, and range conservationisi, at 
amummum. Additonal specialists or private individuals may be included on this team as deemed 
appropriate by the land manager. 
An imterdisciplinary imteragency core team will also be created to establish monsoring procedures 
as needed, and to review the work of site-specific teams im order to ensure that policies and 
monitoring procedures are being followed uniformly. The core team shall, at a minimum. consist 
of one wildlife biologist, one range conservationist, and one land manager with decision-making 
ability. The core team shall also include at least one representative from cach agency. 
Signed by the following agency representatives: 

Gary Power, Regional Supervisor, Idaho Department of Fish and Game (September 9, 1991) 


Ronald Johnson, [for] Forest Supervisor, USDA Forest Service, Challis National Forest 
(September 13, 1991) 


John Burns, Forest Supervisor, USDA Forest Service Salmon National Forest (September 16, 
1991) 


Roy Jackson, District Manager, Bureau of Land Management, Salmon District (September | 2. 
1991) 


116 Challis Proposed RMP Final FIS 


Attachment  Guwidelines for Domesnc Sheep and Goat Managemen 


Attachment 7: 1998 Revised Guidelines for Domestic Sheep and Goat 
Management in Native Wild Sheep Habitats 


Note: These guidelines for domestic sheep and gost management mm native wild sheep habutats were 
included as Attachment | to BLM Instruction Memorandum No 98-140 (July 10.1998) The 1998 revised 
guidelines were developed following a review of the 1992 Guidelines for Domestic Sheep Management in 
Bighorn Sheep Habitats (instruction Memorandum 92-264) m June 1997. and a follow-up mecting of 
tighorn and domestic sheep specialists m Apn! 1998 instruction Memorandum 98-|40 states that these 
revised guidelines “should be followed whenever remtroducnons. transplants. or augmentatons of wild sheep 
populations. or proposed changes m a livestock grazing perms on BLM administered lands are being 
considered...“ 


The Bureau of Land Management desires prveressive native wild sheep management compatible 
with appropnate grazing on public lands by do. nestic sheep and free-ranging goats. 


It 1s recognized by State and Federal agencies, native wild sheep organizations. and the domestic 
sheep industry that 


¢ There are some disease agents that occur in both domestic sheep and goats and native wild 
sheep. There is evidence that if native wild and domestic sheep are allowed to be m close 
contact, health problems and dic offs may occur. Some disease agents may be transmitted 
between both species. There is evidence indicating that some discase agents could be 


¢ There are native wild sheep dic-offs that occur with no apparent relationship to contact with 
domestic sheep cr goats. 


¢ The above obs rvations are both valid and not mutually exclusive: 


* Bacternal pneumonmas are not the only diseases of concern, although perhaps they are the most 
catastrophic. 


¢ The nsks of disease transmission are often unknown. they nay. however, be site-specific. and 


* Reasonable efforts must be made by domestic sheep and goat permnitees and wild’ ife and land 
management agencies to minimize the nsk of disease transmission. and to opumuze preventiyc¢ 
medical and management procedures. to ensure healthy populations of native wild sheep and 
domestic sheep and goats 


In recognition of the above factors, the guidelines *c. forth below should be followed im current 
and future native wild domestic sheep and yoat use areas unless a specific cooperative agreement 
that includes the State wildlife management agency. the BLM and the livestock permit holder 1 
in place When such agreement ts im place, the agencies and the livestock permit holder wil! be 
held harmiess in the event of disease mmpacting esther native wild sheep or domestic sheep and 
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goats. 


domestic sheep and goat industry cooperanon and consultation are necessary to maintam and or 
to maimtain and/or expand native wild sheep numbers. the agencies and the domestic sheep 
industry will be held harmicss m the event of discase wmpacting either native wild sheep or 
domestic sheep and goats 


2. Domestic sheep or goat grazing and trailing should be discouraged im the vicinity of native 
wild sheep ranges. 


3. Native wild sheep and domestic sheep or goats should be spatially separated to reduce the 
potential of mmterspecies contact. 


4. In reviewing new domestic sheep or goat grazing permit apphcations or proposed conversions 
of cattle permusts to sheep or goat permuets m arcas with established native wild sheep popula- 
toms. buffer strips surrounding native wild sheep habitat should be developed. except where 
topographac features or other barners munumuize physical contact between native wild sheep and 
domesix sheep and goats. Buffer strips could range up to 13.5 kilometers (9 miles) or as 
developed through a cooperative agreement to minimize contact between native wild sheep and 


S Domestic sheep and goats should be closely managed and carefully herded where necessary 
to prevem them from straying mto native wild sheep arcas 


6 Trashing of domestic sheep or goats near or through occupred native wild sheep ranges may 
be permitted when safeguards can be wmplemented to adequately prevent physical contact 
between native wild sheep and domestx sheep or goats BLM must conduct on-site use 
comphance during trailing to ensure safeguards arc observed. 


7 Cooperative efforts should be undertaken to quickly notify the permittee and appropriate 
agency to remove amy stray domestic sheep or goats or wild sheep im areas that would allow 
comtact between domestx sheep or goats and native wild sheep 


& Unless a cooperatrve agreement has been reached to the contrary, native wild sheep should 
only be remtroduced into areas where domestic sheep or goal grazing 1s not permiticd 


9 Extraordinary precautions will be followed to protect special status subspecies, ¢ g. federally 
listed threatened. endangered. proposed and candidate subspecies, State Irsted subspecies and 
BLM sensitive subspecies 


10. For desert bighorn sheep, (Ovis canadensis nelsoni, Oc. mexicana, and Oc. cremnohates), 
the follow ung additional guidelines are recommended 
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a. No domestic sheep or goat grazing should be allowed within buffer strips less than 13.5 


kilometers (9 mules) surrounding desert Inghorn habsnat. cxcept where topographic features 
or other barners prevent physical contact 


b. Domestic sheep or goats trailed and grazed outssde the 13.5 kilometers (9 mile) buffer and 
m the vicumity of desert bighorn ranges should be closely managed and carefully herded 


c. Unless a cooperative agreement has been reached to the contrary. domestic sheep or goats 
should be trucked rather than trailed, when trailing would bring domestic sheep or goats 
closer than 13.5 kilometers (9 mules) to occupied desert nghorn sheep ranges. especially 
when domestic ewes of nanfues are im estrus 


11. These guidelines will be reviewed at least every 5 years by a work group comprised of 
representatives from the domestic sheep and goat mdustry. S.ate wridlife agencies, BLM and 
native wild sheep orgarszations 
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Attachment 8: Design Specifications 


General (Apply to All Resources and Programs) 


1. BLM roads would be constructed and maimtained to meet or exceed State approved BMPs for 
road construction and maimtcnance Any road construction or mamtenance would ensure 
progress toward desired mpanan and aquatic habstat condimons (see Amachment |. p 149) and 
would include the following specifications for cach existing or planned road. 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 
(f) 


(g) 


(h) 


(1) 


\) 


Roads and landings would be mimumuized m salmon. stecthead trout, and bull trout water- 


Watershed assessment would be completed prnor to construction of new roads or landings 
m salmon, steelhead trout, or bull trout watershed mparian habstats. 


Road management objectives would be established for cach road. mcluding (|) preparation 
of road design critena, elements, and standards that govern construction and reconstruc- 
ton, and (2) operation and maimtenance critena that govern road operation, ma:mtenance. 
and management 

road surface to streams 


Road management would mimimuze disruption of hydrologic flow paths 
Sidecasting would be restncted 
Road and dramage features that pose a substantial msk im a pnonty reconstruction would 


be reconstructed based on rec] or anticipated impacts to high ecological value mpanan 
resources. 


Roads not needed for future management would be closed and stabilized, or obliterated 
and stabilized 


New and existing culverts, bridges, and other stream crossings determined to pose a 
substantial msk to mpanan and aquatic habstat conditions would be designed or umprov ed 
to accommodate a 100 year floud, including associated bedload and debns. 


Fish passag: would be provided fur and martarmed ;1 all road crossings of existing and 


2. All ground disturbing activites undertaken by the BLM would include the following 


(a) 


Heavy equipment would be cleaned on-site after working im an area infested with noxious 
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weeds or Cheaigrass 
(b) Ground disturbance would be munmmzed 


ic) if determined by an ID toam to be nocessary for resource protection. disturbed arcas 
would be seeded durmg the spring or fall ummeditely after construchon (within § 
months ) 


(d) The area would be monnored for two years after disturbance to sdentify amy infestatons 
of nowsous weeds) These would be treated within |2 months. 


Seedings would mchude a vanety of ford and grass species, and shrub species if appropnate. 
to meet proyect obyectrves. Native species would be emphasized and included m al! seed 
mmuxes However, at the recommendation of an ID team. non-native species may be included 
to enhance the establishment of native species. when rapid watershed protection is required. 
or when native species are unavailable mn sufficent quantines: 


Only natrve matenal (¢ g native seed and willow shoots) would be used to revegetate mpanan 
areas 


Ground disturbeng treatments for noxious weeds would be seeded as saon as possible (within 
& months) with a competitive native seed mix Al the recommendation of an ID tearm. non-na- 
tive species may be mchuded (except im mpanan areas) if ste Characteristics are unfavorable 
to expect reasonable success from native species, to enhance the establishment of native 
species. or when ummediate watershed protection 1s required 


Forest Management: Timber Harvesting and Silvicultural Treatments 


Tractor skidding would be restricted to slopes of 45 percent or less om the volcamc. granitic, 
and sedimentar vnes Skidding on quartzite sors would be allowed on slopes up to $6 
percent One _ to the 45 percent restnction would be on small areas of convex slopes 
adjacent to rueas w' =. 20 feet of the subgrade Some lunned skidding activity on slopes up 
to 60 percent would be allowed mm these areas 


All slash treatments would require piling or lop and scatter to a depth of less than | 8 mches 
All burmng of slash would be conducted by BLM personnel in conformance with State a 
quality guidelines No slash piling or burning would be allowed within mpanan or aquat 
habitats 


All shad trasls with exposed sors subyect to erosion would be crossdramed with the construc. 
thon of water bars upon completion of skidding operations 


At least three nonhazardous snags per acre would be left in shelterwood harvest units for 
nungame wiidhife use in the absence of sufficrent numbers of nomhazardous snags. sume large 
culls would be substituted 
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Forest Management: Road ( onstruction and Rehabilitation 


| Culverts. dyn. and other water drverwon structures would be desgned to mumemize sircam 
sedsmemation and maxeme fish passage (see “General” dewgn specification #1. p 120) 


2 No road construchan would he allowed when the sor! surface layer saturated §=Arcas withen 
satmon. stecthead trout, and bul! trout watersheds winch display unstable sonls would be 
avonded im road construction 


3 All newly constructed haw! roads and trarls would be closed within 2 years following logging 
operations. with closure structures berg permanent. designed to chimmate vetucular traffic 
through the area. and desugned to channel! overiand water flow off of roads and shod tras. 


4 Where slash « windrowed along newly constructed roads, breaks would be established at a 
mummum of 200 fa along windrows to faciitate wiidhfe passage 


Minerals 


| Mone structures. support facies. and raads would be located outede mpanan areas om salmon. 
steethead trout. and bull trout watersheds. unless no reasonable alternative cxrsts If mo alter- 
native CLists. impacts to mpanan and aquatic habetats would be reduced to the extent feasible 
All surface disturbance would be reclanmed Solid and santary mining waste facelities m 
mpanan areas in salmon. steethead trout. and bull trout watervheds would be prohubtied = if no 
practical ahternatrves cxrst, other types of munery! development facilines may be located m 
mpanan areas im salmon steethead trout. and bull trout watersheds with the followrng con- 
strammts (a) analyze waste maternal using the best comventional sampling methods and analytn 
techmiques to determene its chermcal and physical stability. (b) locate and design facrimes to 
ensure mass stability and prevent release of tox matenals. (c) monnor facilities to confirm 
predictions of Chermcal and plrysical stabrhity and make adjustments to aperanoms as needed. 
(d) rectawm waste facies to assure chermcal and physical stabelity, and (e¢) requere reciama- 
tron bonds adequate to ensure long term chermcal and physical stability of mene waste 
factles 


Rangeland Improvement 


| Reads or trails to new rangeland mmprovement projects would not be constructed EE xrsting 
roads and trails would he used whenever possbl: 


2 All vegetatrve mampulation proyects wowld be allowed a one-year review penad by the IDFG 
pnor to on-the-ground work Vegetative manpulations would be done mm an erregular pattern 
createng more edge effect, with rlands of vegetation left for wildiife cover The following de- 
sgn standards would apply to vegetation treatments on antelone on sage grouse wonter ranges 
and sage grouse strutting grounds 
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(a) Treated arcas would be laid out mm strips no more than 100 fect wide. Untreated orcas 
between strps would be a minimum of | (0 feet wide 


(>) Spraying wath hertrcade would be done by hehoapier or with ground equipment to provide 
precise control of the area sprayed To comro!l drift. spray would only be apphed when 
wind velocity 1 less than 6 miles per hour. 


(c) Spray proyects would be dessgned to avord loss of native forts or amy mpanan vegetahon 
along perenmal and mtermitient streams by establishing a buffer stp equal to the 100 
year floadplam or 330 feet on both udes of the stream. whichever 1 greater 


— Fence construction m identified widlife use areas would conform to guidelines set forth m 
BLM Manual Section 1741. Fences constructed m wild horse areas would have enough 
comtrast to make them visible to wild horses Let-down fences would be considered m areas 
of wiidhfe migration Proposed fence lines would not be bladed or scraped Barbed-wire 
fences would normally consist of only three wires Fences may consist of four wires (at BLM 
Manual Section | 74! standard heights) where ot 1s demonstrated that three wire fence provides 
msufficremt control to meet management obyectives Fences adjacent to mpanan arcas or small 
study sstes may be as restrictrve as necessary to protect resource vslucs. 


Ripanan and wetland areas around reservows and spring developments normally would be 
fenced to prevent lrvestack mmpacts Troughs would be located outsde of the npanan zone 
Exrsteng springs would be fenced when reconstructed All new spring developments would 
require shut-off floats Seeps and spnngs would not be developed imo waterholes 


Providing off-sme water (such as a pipeline and trough system) would be the preferred method 
of providing water to lvestack Water gaps may be used if they do not hinder attamment of 
dessred mpanan and aquatic habuiat condmons (see Amachment /5. p 149) 


UL thzation patiern mapping would be used to lacate potential sites for range improvements 


Withen a grven watershed, restrict vegetation conversion by mechan al and or presernvbed fire 
treatment withen one mile of perenmal streams to less than 20 percent of the area im amy one 
vear 


Spring and seep development: would he designed to marta existing mpanan vegetation (66 
adequate water would be left naturally flowing to support existing npanan vegetanon) 
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Attachment 9: Fire Suppression and Rehabilitation Specifications 


Follow Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics Guidelines (USDA Forest Service - Northern 
Region, 1993. or as revised) (see pages 99-107), or similar fire suppression and rehabilitation 
guidance. Note: Although Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics Guidelines is designed for 
“suppression action on wildfires located in wilderness, proposed wilderness or other lands with 
similar land management objectives,” these “light on the land” guidelines would be applied to 
wildfires on all Challis Resource Area public lands, even lands without wilderness character or 
land management objectives. 


Also incorporate the following actions. 


1. Design fuel treatment and fire suppression strategies, practices, and actions so as not to 
hinder attainment of mpanan management objectives, and to minimize disturbance of mpanan 
ground cover and vegetation. Strategies should recognize the role of fire in ecosystem 
function and identify those instances where fire suppression or fuel management actions 
could perpetuate or be damaging to long-term ecosystem function, salmon. steelhead trout. 
or bull trout populations: or designated critical habitat. 


incident activities outside of riparian areas (as idemified in Attachment 4. pp. 105-106. If the 
only suitable location for such activities is within these areas, an exemption may be granted 
following a review and recommendation by a resource advisor. The advisor will prescribe 
the location, use conditions, and rehabilitation requirements. with avoidance of adverse 
effects to salmon, stecthead trout, and bull trout a primary goal. Use an interdisciplinary 
team, including a fishery biologist, to predetermine incident base and helibase locations 
during presuppression planning. with avoidance of potential adverse effects to salmon. 
steelhead trout, and bull trout as a primary goal. 


te 


3. Avond delivery of chemical retardant, foam, or additives to surface waters. An exception may 
be warranted in situations where overnding immediate safety imperatives exist, or, following 
a review and recommendation by a resource advisor and a fishery biologist, when the action 
agency determines an escaped fire would cause more long-term damage to salmon, steelhead 
trout, or bull trout habitats than chemical delivery to surface waters. 


4. Design prescribed burn projects and prescriptions to contribute to the attaimment of mparian 
management objectives. 


5. Immediately establish an emergency team to develop a rehabilitation treatment plan to attain 
npanan management objectives and avoid adverse effects on salmon, steelhead trout, and bull 
trout whenever mparian areas within salmon, steelhead trout, or bull trout watersheds are 
significantly damaged by (a) a wildfire or a prescribed fire burning out of prescription or (b) 
fire suppression activities (see Attachment 4, pp. 105-106). 
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Trees may be felled in mpanan arcas within salmon, steelhead trout, or bull trout watersheds 
when they pose a safety msk (sce Attachment 4, pp. 105-106). Keep felled trees on site when 
needed to meet woody debris objectives 


Apply herticides, pesticides, other toxicants, and other chemicals mm a manner that does not 
hinder attamment of mpanan management objectives and avoids adverse effects on salmon, 
steelhead trout, or bull trout. 


Prohibit storage of fuels and other toxicants within mparnian areas in salmon, steclhead trout, 
and bull trout watersheds (see Attachment 4, pp. 105-106). Prohibit refucling within nparian 
areas in salmon, steclhead trout, or bull trout watersheds, unless there are no other alterna- 
tives. Refueling sites within these areas must be approved by the resource advisor and have 


an approved spill containment plan 


Locate water drafting sites to avoid adverse effects to salmon, steelhead trout, bull trout, and 
instream flows, and im a manner that does not hinder attainment of mpanan management 


objectives 


Indianola Fire Station - Along the Main Salmon River 
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Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics Guidelines 


USDA Forest Service - Northern Region 
1993 


Note: The followimg pages are quoted durectly from. and provide the majornty of the coment comtamned m_ Uinimum 
Impact Suppression Tactics Guidelines (USDA Forest Service - Northern Region 1993) Reginming and ending 
quotation marks are omutied. sence the entire dacument 1s quoted. however. where only pornons of the dacument arc 
reproduced. delenons are indicated by an cllapses ( } Some errors m the onginal document (word chowe. grammar. 
punctuation, et ) have been edited 


Preamble: ..The following Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics (MIST) guide ts designed to 

assist Forest Service fire personnel when taking suppression action on wildfires located in 
wilderness, proposed wilderness or other lands with similar land management objectives. The 
guidelines are intended to reduce fire suppression impacts on the land while insuring the actions 
taken are timely and effective... 


Concept: The concept of Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics (MIST) is to use the minimum, 
amount of forces necessary to effectively achieve fire management protection objectives, consisient 
with land and resource management objectives. It implies a greater sensitivity to the impacts of 
suppression tactics and their long term effects when determining how to umplement an appropriate 
suppression response... MIST is not imtended to represent a separate or distinct classification of 
firefighting tactics, but rather a mindset of how to suppress a wildfire while minimizing the long 
term effects of the suppression action... The principle of fighting fire aggressively, but providing 
for safety first, will not be compromised. The key challenge to the line officer, fire manager, and 
firefighter is to be able to select the wildfire suppression tactics that are appropriate, given the 
fire's probable or potential behavior. The guiding principle is always “least cost plus loss” while 
meeting land and resource management objectives... These actions, or MIST, may result in an 
imcrease in the amount of time spent watching, rather than disturbing. a dying fire to msure it docs 
previously carned out. When selecting an appropriate suppression response, firefighter safety 
must remain the highest concern. In addition, fire managers must be assured the planned actions 
will be effective and will remain effective over the expected duration of the fire... 


Geal: The goal of MIST is to halt or delay fire spread in order to maintain the fire within 
predetermined parameters while producing tho least possible impact on the resource being 
protected. These parameters are represented by the initial attack incident commander's “size-up 
of the situation,” in the case of a new start, or by the “escaped fire situation analysis (EFSA),” in 
the case of an escaped fire. 


It 1s umportant to consider probable rehabilitation needs when selecting the appropnate suppression 
response Tactics that reduce the need for rehabilitation are preferred whenever feasible. 
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Suppression Responsibility 


safety is the highest priority. All action will be anchored to the standard fire orders and watch 


Initial/Extended Attack 


Incident Commander - To understand and carry oul an appropnate suppression response which 
will best meet the land management objectives of the area at the least cost plus loss. Insure all 
forces used on the fire understand the plan for suppressing the fire in conjunction with MIST. 


Keep in commumication with responsible fire manager or line officer to msure understanding and 
support of tactics being used on the fire. Evaluate and provide feedback as to the tactical 


Project Fire 


“Type U1 Incident Commander - To carry out instructions given by the responsible line officer 
both verbally and through the Escaped Fire Situation Analysis (EFSA). Establish and nurture a 
close dialogue with the resource advisor assigned to the fire team. Review actions on site and 
evaluate for compliance with land line officer direction and effectiveness at meeting fire 
management protection objectives ” 


Responsible Line Officer - To transmit the land management objeci ves of the fire area to the 
fire team and to define specific fire management protection objectives. Periodically review for 
compliance. 


Resource Advisor - To insure the interpretation and implementation of EFSA and other oral or 
as needed. Participate at fire team planning sessions, review mcident action plans and attend daily 
brnefings to emphasize resource concerns and management's expectations. Provide assistance in 
updating the EFSA when necessary. Participate im incident management tearm debriefing and 
assist in evaluation of team performance related to MIST 


Guidelines 
Following is a list of considerations for each fire situation. 
Hot-Line/Ground Fuels 
Allow fire to burn to natural barners. 
Use cold-trail, wet line or combination when appropriate. 


If constructed fireline is necessary, use only width and depth to check fire spread 
Consider use of fireline explosives for line construction. 
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Burn out and use low wmpact tools like swatter or ‘gunny’ sack. 

Minimize bucking and cutting of trees to establish fireline, build line around logs when 
possible. 

Use alternative mechanized equipment such as excavators, rubber tured skidders, etc. rather 
than tracked vehicles. 

Use high pressure type sprayers on equipment prnor to assigning to incident to help prevent 
spread of noxious weeds. 

Constantly recheck cold trailed fireline. 


Hot-Line/ Aerial Fuels 


Limb vegetation adjacent to fircline only as needed to prevent additional fire spread. 
During fireline construction, cut shrubs or small trees only when necessary. Make all cuts 
flush with the ground. 

Minimize felling of trees and snags unless they threaten the fireline or seriously endanger 
workers. In lieu of felling, identify hazard trees with a lookout or flagging. 

Scrape around tree bases near fircline if it is likely they will ignite. 

Use fireline explosives for felling when possible to meet the need for more natural appearing 
stumps. 


Mop-up/Ground Fuels 


Do minimal spading. restrict spading to hot areas near fireline. 

Coldtrail charred logs near fireline, do minimal tool scarring. 

Minimize bucking of logs to extinguish fire or to check for hotspots; roll the logs instead if 
possible 

Return logs to ongimal position after checking and when ground 1s cool. 

be returned to a natural arrangement. 

Consider allowing large loge to burn out. Use a lever rather than bucking to manage large 
logs which must be extinguished 

Use gravity socks mm stream sources and/or a combination of water blivits and fold-a-tanks 
to minemize impacts to streams. 

Consider using infrared detection devices along perimeter to reduce risk. 

Personne! should avoid using rehabilitated firelines as travel cormdors whenever possible. 
because of potential soul compaction and possible detrimental mmpacts to rehabilitation work. 
Le., water bars. 


Mop-up Acrial Fuels 


Remove or limb only those fuels which, if ignited, have potential to spread fire outside the 
fireline. 

Before felling consider allowing ignited tree/snag to burn itself out. Ensure adequate safety 
measures are communicated if this option is chosen. 

identify hazard trees with a lookout or flagging 
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If burning trees/snags pose a scnous threat of spreading fire brands, extinguish fire wich water 
or dirt whenever possible. Consider felling by blasting when feasible. Felling by crosscut or 
chainsaw should be the last resort. Align saw cuts to minimize visual impacts from more 
heavily traveled corndors. Slope cut away from line of sight when possible. 


Logistics 


Campsite Considerations 


Coordinate with the Resource Advisor m choosing a site with the most reasonable qualities 
of resource protection and safety concerns. 

Evaluate short-term low impact camps such as coyote or spike versus use of longer-term 
Use existing campsites such as reserved sites used by outfitters, if possible. 

New site locations should be on impact-resistant and naturally draining areas such as rocky 


or sandy soils, or openings with heavy timber. 


Avoid camps in meadows, along streams or on lakeshores. Locate at least 200 feet from 
lakes, streams, trails, or other sensitive areas. 

Consider impacts on both present and future users. An agency commitment to wilderness 
values will promote those values to the public. 

Lay out the camp components carefully from the start. Define cooking, sleeping, latrine, and 
water supply 

Minimize the number of trails and ensure adequate marking. 

Consider fabric ground cloth for protection in high use areas such as around cooking 
facilites. 

Use commercial portable toilet facilities where available. If these cannot be used, a latrine 
hole should be utilized. 

Select latrine sites a minimum of 200 feet from water sources with natural screening. 

Do not use nails in trees. 

Constantly evaluate the impacts which will occur, both shor and long term. 


Personal Camp Conduct 


Use “leave no trace” camping techmques. 

Minwmize disturbance to land when preparing bedding site Do not clear vegetatron or trench 
to create bedding sites. 

Use stoves for cooking, when possible. If a campfire is used, limit to one site and keep it as 
small as reasonable. Build cither a “pit” or “mound” type fire. Avoid use of rocks to ring 
fires. 

*Don't burn plastics or aluminum - pack them out with other garbage. 

Keep a clean camp and store food and garbage so they are unavailable to bears. Ensure rtems 
such as empty food containers are clean and odor-free, never bury them. 
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* Select travel routes between camp and fire and define clearly. Carry water and bathe away 
from lakes and streams. Personnel musi aot mtroduce soaps, shampoos or other personal 


Aviation Management 


One of the goals of wilderness managers ts to mimemuze the disturbance caused by a operations 
during an mcdent. 


Aviation | se Guidelines 


Maximize back haul flights as much as possible. 
Use long line remote hook im heu of constructed helispots for delivery or retneval of supplies 
and gear. 

* Take precautions to msure noxious weeds are not madveriently spread through the deployment 
of cargo nets and other external loads. 

* Use natural openings for helispots and paracargo landing zones as far as practical. if 
construction 1s necessary, avoid high visitor use areas. 
Consider maimtenance of existing helispots over creating new sites. 
Obtain specific mstructions for appropnate helrspot construction pnor to the commencement 
of amy ground work. 

* Consider directional falling of trees and snags so they will be im a natural appearing 
arrangement 

* Buck and limb only what 1s necessary to achheve safe/practical operating space m and around 
the landing pad area 


Retardant | se 


During muitial attack, fire managers must weigh the non-use of retardant with the probabiliy of 
wtial attack crews being able to successfully control or comtam a wildfire. If i 1s determined that 
use of retardant may prevent a larger. more damaging wildfire, then the manager might consider 
retardant use even in sensitive areas. This decision must take into account all values at risk and 
the consequences of larger firefighting forces mmpacts on the land. 


Consider impacts of water drops versus use of foam/retardamt. If foam/retardant is deemed 
necessary, consider use of foam before retardant use. 


Hazardous Materials 


+Hlammable’( ombustible Liquids 


* Store and dispense aircraft and equipment fuels mm accordance with National Fire Protection 
Association (NFPA) and Health and Safety Handbook requirements 
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* Avoid spilling or leakage of of! or fucl (from sources such as portable pumps) into water 
sources of souls. 

* Store amy hquid petroleum gas (propane) downbull and downwind from firecamps and a say 
from ignition sources. 


Flammable Solids 
* Pick up residual fusees debris from the fircline and dispose of property. 
Fire Retardant/t oaming Agents 


Do not drop retardant or other suppressants near surface waters. 


* Use caution when operating pumps or engines with foaming agents to avoid contamination 
of water sources. 


Fireline Explosives 


* Remove all undetonated fireline explosives from storage areas and firelime at the conclusion 
of the mcident and dispose of according to Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (BATT) 
and Firelone Blaster Handbook requirements Properly dispose of all packagyng matenals 


Fire Rehabilitation 


Rehabilitation 1s a critical need. This need arises primarily because of the wnpacts associated with 
fire suppression and the logistics that support mt. The processes of constructing contro! lines. 
transporting personnel and materials, providing food and shelter for personnel, and other 
suppression activities have a significant impact on sensitive resources, regardless of the mitigation 
measures used Therefore. rehabilitation must be undertaken im a temely, professsonal manner 


During implementation. the resource advisor should be available for exper advise, suppor of 
personne! domg the rehat ination work. and quality control 


* Pick up and remove all flagging. garbage. litter. and equipment. Dispose of trash appropri. 
ately 
Clean fire pit of unburned materials and fill back im. 
Discourage use of newly established trails created during the suppression effort by covering 
with brush, limbs. small diameter poles. and rotten logs in a naturally appearing an angement 

* Replace dug out sol and/or duff and obliterate any berms created during the suppression 
effort. 

* If wnpacted trails have developed on slopes greater than six percent, construct waterbars 
according to the following we.erbar spacing guide 
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Trail Percent Grade Maximum Spaciag (feet) 
69 400 
10-15 200 
1$-25 100 


2$¢ ‘0 


Where sor! has been exposed and compacted. such as m camps. on user-trasis, and at helipots 
and purnp sites. scanfy the top 2 to 4 mmches and scatter with noodles, twigs, rocks. and dead 
branches. it 1s unlikely that seed and fertilizer for barren areas will be appropriate, mn order 
to manmtam the genetic mmtegrity of the area. ht may be possible, depending on the time of 
year and or possitulity of a rainy period, to harvest and scatter nearby seed. «. to transplant 
certam native vegetation 

Blend campsstes with natural surroundings. by filling mm and covering latrine with sorl, rocks. 
and other natural matenal Naturalize campfire area b> scattering ashes om nearby brush (after 
makeng sure any sparks are owt) and returning site to a natural appearance. 

Where trees were cut or limbed, cut stumps flush with ground, and scatter limbs and boles 
out of saght m an unburned area Camouflage stumps and tree boles using rocks. dead woody 
maternal. fragments of stumps. bolewood. lwmbs, sor! and fallen or broaen green branches 
Scattered sawdust and shavings wil assist in decomposition and be less noticeable. Lise 
native matenals from adjacent. unempacted areas if necessary 

Remove newly cut tree boles that are visible from trails or meadows. Drag other highly 
visible wood: tebris created dunng the suppression effort mmto twmbered areas and disburse 
Tree boles that are too large to move should be slant cut so a minimal amount of the cut 
surface exposed to view. Chopping up the surface with an axe or pulaski, to make 
jagged and rough. wil! speed natural « scomposition 

Leave tops of felled trees attached. This will appear more natural than scattering the debris. 
Comsmder using explosives on some sturnps and cut faces of the bolewood for a more natural 
appearance 

Comuder. if no other alternatives are avaslable. hehcapter shng-loading rounds and tops from 
a disturbed site when there has been an excessive amount of bucking. lembeng and topping 
Tear out sumps or dams, where they have been used, and return site to natural condition. 
Replace any dreplaced racks or strearnbed maternal that has been moved Reclasm streambed 
to its predisturhed state when appropmate Walk through adjacent undisturbed area and take 
a look at the rehatiination efforts to determine success at returning the area to as natural a 
state as powsible Crood exampics showld be documented and shared with others’ 


Because demobilization is often a time when people are tired or when weather conditions are lew 
than ideal, enough terme must be allowed to do a goad job When moving peaple and equipment 
choose « method which is most efficient and has the least impact on the landscape and fire 
orgamzation mission An on-the-ground analysis of “How Thengs Went” will be mmportant 
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Post-Fire FE valuation 


Post-fire evaluahon 1s important for amy fire occurrence so management can find out how things 
went mm order to identify areas needing improvement. formulate strategies and produce quality 
work m the future This activity s especially emporant m wilderness and like sensitive arcas duc 
to then fragility and inclination to long-term damage by huma: impacts 


Resource advisors and functional specialists such a» wilderness rangers will be responsible for 
cotalucting the post-fire evaluation They are the people who have the expenence and knowledge 
to provide information required to make the evaluation meaningful and productive 


Post-fire « aluaton will consist of data collection, documentation and recommendations This 
process and report will, in most cases, be fairly simple and to the poimt. it should be accom- 
plished before an overhead team departs from the fire The evaluation emphasis should be on the 
MIST actions and not on th effects of the fire. 


Evaluation will be completed on wildfires exceeding |00 acres and on a sample of fires less than 
100 acres. lt 1s appropriate to evaluate a diversity of fires, ranging from a spot fire suppressed by 
smokechasers or purnpers to a large proyect fire managed by an overhead team. 


Region | ts proposing a post-fire evaluation of sites. which includes data collection on campsites 
and helispots, using Cole's Site Inventory System report INT-259, “Wilderness Campsite 

Methods: A Source Book.” Data collected will be added to inventories already 
completed for recreational wmpacts on wilderness This imformation should provide managers with 
a clearer picture of which activities affect these “last, best places.“ 


Data ( ollection Documentation Recommendations 


This phase will be completed by a review of the rehabilitation plan and visit to the fire site as 
soon after demotilizatiun as possible An inventory of camps and helrspots will be completed 
using Cole's Inventory System. This will also include an objective overview of other areas 
covered by the rehabiination plan 


Otbservations will be documented m a bref report to the line officer with a capy to the appropriate 
incident commander in the ruport. the evaluator will include recommendations for ensuing fire 
suppression actrvities cm semlar lands It 1 wmportan tha: ||. evaluator recogmze and commend 
the smtial attack ‘orces or overhead team for positive activities. Make special note of the extra 
efforts and sensitivity to suppression wnmpacts 
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Below « a sample format for 2 Pow-Fae Evaluation Reporn (Nete: This report is reproduced im 
summary form) 


Post-Fire Evaluation for Fire 


Existing Direction Pertinent for Fire 
(msert general and specific land use plan direction for the management areca. 


including guidance for management concerns such as threatenco or endangered 
plants or animals) 


Findings 
A. Resource Advisor Laput and or Achons 


(include a synapses of the actions of the resource advisor and his or her input 
IMO SUPPression strategies tactics) 


B. Escaped Fire Suatvon Analysis (EFSA) 

(How did the EFSA respond to the sensitivities of this fire areca) 
C. Line Direction to Incident Commander 

(Synopers of what the line officer told the incident commander to do.) 
D. Incident Acton Plar 

(Synapse: of how meordent action plan responded to fue area ) 
On-site Verification 


(State here who made ‘he field vies. the date. and what observations were made 
in terms of meeting the guidelines for MIST.) 


Overall Review Evalaation 


(lactude overall findengs of how well objectives were accomplished im terms 


of menemum mnpact actry ities ) 
Review Recommendations 


(What areas can we wmprove on, where did we do well, etc.) 
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Attachment 10: Leasable Minerals Stipulations 


The stypulations im thrs attachment are referred to by the followmg numbers 
1. All or part of lands are subject to Special Bureau of Land Management Supelation 
Form ID 3100-21 (March 1983) (Ou and Gas Lease Supulations) 


2 ~All or part of lands are subyect to Special Bureau of Land Management W ridhfe Habaat 
Supulation 


3. All or part of lands are subject to Special! Bureau of Land Management No Surface 
Occupancy Stipulation 


4. All or part of lands are subject to Special State of Idaho Stipulation (Division of 
Highways) 


S$. All or part of lands are subject to Special Bureae of Land Management Stipulation 
(Slopes ) 


6 ~All of part of lands are subject to Special Bureau of Land Management Supulation 
7 All or pan of lands are subject to Special Known Phosphate Leasing Area Stepulation 
& 8 All of pant of lands are subyect to Special idaho National Guard Stuupulation 


9 All or part of lands are sutyect to Special Bureau of Land Management Stipulation 
( Phosphate } 


10. All or part of lands are subject to Powersite Stipulation Form 3729-1 (July 1984) 
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Stipulation Number | (Form ID 3160-21, March 1983) 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
IDAHO STATE OFFICE 


Sernal No 


ONL AND GAS LEASE STIPULATIONS 


Endangered, Threatened, or Sensitive Species - The Federal surface management agency 
responsible for assuring that the leased land ws examined poor to undertaking any surface- 
Greturbrng actrvmtes to determane effects upon amy plant or amma! species. listed or proposed for 
lesteng at endangered or threatened. or thew habetats The findings of the examnation may result 
m sowne restrictions to the operator's plans or even dnallow use and occupancy that would be m 


violation of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 by detrimemally affecting endangered or 
threatened species of [sx | thee habriats 


The lessee operator may, unless notfied by the authonzed officer of the surface management 
agency that the cxamenation is mot necessary conduct the exarmenation on the leased lands at hrs 
ducrenon and cost This examenation must be done by or under the supervision of a qualified 
resources specialist approved by the surface management agency An acceptable report must be 
provided to the surface management agency identifying the anti pated effects of a peeposed action 
on endangered o threatened species or then habrats 


Eresion ( entre! - Surface dreturtung activities may be protebvied during muddy and or wet son! 
penod Thes lemtanan does not apply to operation and mammenance of producing wells using 
authonzed roads 


( entrotied or | imited Surface | se Stipulation - Thi stipulation may be modified by special 
stypulanoms which are hereto attached or when specifically approved m writing by the District 
Manager. Bureau of Land Managemen. with concurrence of the Federal surface management 
agency Dystances and or tre penads may be made lew restrctrve depending on the actual on- 
ground conditions The lessee should comtact the Federa! surface management agency for more 
specific locations and information regardeng the restrictive nature of thes stypulation 


The lessee operator  grven notiwe that the lands withen this lease may mchude special areas and 
that such areas may conmtam special values. may be needed for special purposed. or may require 
special atiention to prevent darnage to surface and or other resources Possible special areas are 
wdentified below Any surface use of cocupancy within such apecial areas will be strictly 
comtrotied or, of absolutely necessar excluded Use or accupancy wll be restricted only when 
the Bureav of Land Management andor the surface managemont agency demonstrates the 
restriction necessary for the protection of such especial areas and existing of planned wees 
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Apprapnatc madrficatoam to umposed rewtnctiom well he made for the mamionance and aperatans 
of producing ol and gas wells. 


After the Federal surface management age has been advised of specifx proposed surface use 


or accupancy on the leased lands. and on request of the lessee operator. the Agency will furnish 
further data on amy special areas winch may mx bude 


100 feet from the edge of the nghts-of-way of Inghways. designated county roads 
and appropnate federally -owned or controlled roads and recreation travis 


500 feet, when necessary. withen the 10-year flood plam of reservoirs. lakes, and 
Ponds and mmiermetent. ephemeral or perenmal streams. mvers. and domestx water 
supphes 


SOO feet from growse strutting grounds Special care to avord nesting areas asacny- 


ated with strutteng grounds will be necessary during “he penad from Mar h | to June 
40) Ome fourth mule from wentified essential habutat of state and federal senertive 


species Crucial weidife winter ranges during the penad from December | to May 
! 


WO feet from accuped buridengs developed recreational areas, undevcloped 
recreational areas recerving concentrated public use and sites eligible for or desg- 
nated as Nationa! Regrster snes 


Seasonal road closures. roads for special uses. specified roads during heavy traffic 
penads and on areas having restnctive off road vetacle designations 


Slopes over 0 percent. or 20 percent on extremely cradible or shurmping sonls 
Federally owned of comtrotied springs. reservoers. wells. or other water sources 
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Stipulation Number 2 
Special BLM Stipulation 
Wildlife Habitat 


In order to protect 


, exploration, on and other development activity will 
be allowed only from 


Sits HAMMERS Gites cit Gaus to caus aa eam GF buadooion col Exceptions to 
this limitation m any year may be specifically authorized in writing by the District Manager. 
Bureau of Land Management. 


Stipulation Number 3 
Special BLM No Surface Occupancy Stipulation 


No occupancy or other surface disturbance will be allowed within 
This distance may be modified when 


“pecifically approved in writing by the District Manager. Bureau of Land Management 
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Serial No. 


Special State of Idaho Stipulations 
Division of Highways 


prohibitions are waived in whole or in part in writing and approved by the State Highway 


Right of Way of Public Roads 
No buildings or structures will be erected within the nght-of-way boundanes of any state highway. 


No equipment or materials storage or drilling and/or exploratory operations will be conducted 
within the nght-of-way of a state highway. 


E , Stocknil OM ; 
No buildings or structures, equipment or maternal storage, or dniling and/or exploratory operations 
will be allowed within the boundaries of any borrow, aggregate, stockpile, quarry or maintenance 
site except by specific written waiver of this prohibition as outlined above. 


Stipulation Number § 
Serial No. 


Special BLM Stipulation 


No occupancy or other surface disturbance will be allowed on slopes in excess of 30 percent, or 
in excess of 20 percent on extremely ecrodible or slumping soils, without approval of the 
authorized officer of the Bureau of Land Management. 
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Stipulation Number 6 
Serial No. 


Special BL M Stipulation 


All of the lands in the followmng legal subdivisions are included im 
. Therefore, no occupancy or disturbance of the surface 
of the land described is authorized. The lessee. however, may exploit the oil and gas resources 
by directional drilling from sites outside the area 


Serial No. 


Special BLM Stipulation 
Known Phosphate Leasing Area 


Exploration or development operations for on! and gas conducted under this lease shall be planned 
80 as to prevent unreasonable interference with present or future exploration of phosphates or 
phosphate rock and associated or related minerals. Pror to conducting such operations under this 
lease, the lessee shall consult with. or otherwise advese the phosphate lessce or permittee of his 
proposed plans and obtain the phosphate lessees’ or permittees’ comments on the proposed 
operations. Evidence of such consultation and any comments resulting therefrom shall be 
submitted to the Authorized Officer of the BLM, with the submission of proposed plans of 


operations involving exploration for, or development of, oi! and gas. 
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Stipulation Number 8 


Serial No. 


Idaho National Guard Stipulations 


The Idaho National Guard has requested the following strpulations be incorporated ito all os! and 
gas leases issued im an arca used by them as a firing and maneuver range 


STIPULATIONS: 


That the Idaho National Guard be furnished with detailed plans for all exploration and 
construction operations activity planned by the lessee at least 60 days prnor to its commence- 
ment. This stspulation 1s for the specific purpose of evaluation by the Idaho National Guard 
of any mmpact on safety and ecological considerations and to provide an opportunsty for 
reclamation when it 1s deemed appropriate 


That reads and trails in the areca remain open for use by the National Guard. If closures are 
made. proper advance notification will be required and an alternate route established 


That no area fence closures be built, other than around the immediate vicinity of the 
consiruction/operation activity, to preclude the use of an entire section by the National 
Guard 


That the Federal Government (all agencies), the State of idaho, and the Idaho National Guard 
be wt wned from liability for any mpuries or damage to property resulting from the 
explosion of military ammunimon and/or explosives While every effon 1s made to destroy 
ammunition “duds” mm the range area. live ammunition has been fired into the wnpact area 
for many years. There is no way # can be guaranteed that this area is free fro.n all unex- 
ploded rounds, explosives. and devices 
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Stipulation Number 9 
Serial No. 


Special BLM Stipelation 


Exploranon or development opc.ations for on and gas conducted under this lease shall be planncu 
80 as to prevent unreasonable imerference with present or future exploration of phosphates or 
phosphate rack and associated or related muncrals Prnor to conducting such uperations under this 
lease, the lessee shall consult with. or otherwise advise the phosphate lessee or permitice of his 
proposed plans and obtain the phosphate lessees’ or permitices’ comments on the proposed 
operations. Evidence of such consultation and any comments resulting therefrom shall be 
submutted to the Authorized Office of the BLM, with the submission of proposed plans of 
operations mmvolving exploration for, or deveic pment of, onl and gas. 
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Anackment /0 ~Leasable Minerals Srpudanons 


Stipulation Nember 10 (Form 3730-1) 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


POWERSITE STIPULATION 
(Form 3730- 1; July 1984) 


The lessee or permitice hereby agrees: 


(a) If any of the land covered by this lease or permit was, on the date the lease or permit 
application or offer was filed, within a powersite classification, powersite reserve, waterpower 
designation, or project on which an application for a license or preliminary permit is pending 
before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission or on which an effective license or preluminary 
permit had been issued by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission under the Federal Power 
Act, or on which an authorized power project (other than one owned or operated by the Federal 
Government) had been constructed, the Unined States, its permittees or licensees shall have the 
pnor nght to use such land for purposes of power development so apphed for, loensed, permitted, 
or authonzed and no compensation shall accrue to the mineral lessee or permittee for loss of 
prospective profits or for damages to improvements or workings, or for any additional exnense 
caused the mineral les sec as a result of the taking of said land for power development purposes. 
It ts agreed, however, that where the mineral lessee or permitice can make adjustments of his 
improvements to avoid undue interference with power development. he will be permitted to do 
so at his own expense. Furthermore, occupancy and use of the land by the mineral lessee or 
permutice shall be subject to such reasonable conditions with respect to the use of the land as may 
be prescribed by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission for the protection of any improve- 
ments and workings constructed thereon for power development. 


(b) If any of the land covered by this lease or permit is on the date of the lease or permit within 
a powersite classification, powersite reserve, or waterpower designation which is not governed by 
the preceding paragraph, the lease or permit 1s subyect to the express condition that operations 
under it shall be so conducted as not to interfere with the administration and use of the land for 
powersite purposes to a greater extent than may be determined by the Secretary of the Intenor to 
be necessary for the most beneficial use of the land. In any case, it is agreed that where the 
mineral! lessee or permitiee can make adjustments to avoid undue interference with power 
development, he will be permitted to do so at his own expense. 


Challis Proposed RMP Final EIS 143 


Chapter 2 - Proposed RMP 


Attachment 11: Summary of the Chilly Slough Wetland Conservation Project 


(Summarizes the Chilly Slough Wetland Conservation Project Plan and the 
Thousand Springs ‘Chilly Slough Habmat Management Plan) 


The Chilly Slough Wetland Conservation Project is a joint effort by the BLM. the Idaho 
Department of Fish and Game, The Nature Conservancy, and Ducks Unlimited, Inc. (the Chilly 
Slough Working Group) to acquire and manage a high value natural wetland for wildlife and 
recreational purposes. The project area is located in T.9N. and T.10N.. RIE. and R.22E.. Custer 
County, Idaho (see Map /&: Chilly Slowgh Wetland Conservation Project Area). 


Chilly Slough’s values include the following: (|) breeding habitat for waterfowl, sandhill cranes. 
and long-billed curlews, (2) a natural wetland. physically unaltered by mechanical manipulation. 
(3) storage and release of ground and surface water, (4) livestock pasture; (5) maintenance of 
downstream water quality, and (7) a rainbow and brook trout fishery. 


Production of waterfowl, fish, and mnongame wildlife in the project area is limited by habitat 
condition and a lack of residual nesting cover. Fractured public and private land ownership 
patterns preclude opportunities to rmprove habitat condition and waterfowl nesting cover on the 
wetland 


The project is needed to (!) increase breeding populations of waterfowl, sandhill cranes, and 
nongame wildlife in the project area, and (2) perpetuate and protect wetland values that would 
otherwise remain below potential or be threatened by existing and future land use practices. 


The conservation project prin. ily consists of. 


1. Acquiring up to 3,200 acres of private lands through land exchanges or fee simple 
purchase on a willing-seller basis only, thereby creating a wetland management area of 
approxmiately 4.400 acres. 


2. Constructing new fences and reconstructing or removing old fences to facilitate 


3. Creatung. where feasible, additional open-aquatic habitat to provide breeding and brood- 
rearing habitat for waterfow! and other species. 


4. Developing a viewing site for watching wildlife. 


5. Vegetation treatments, in the form of prescribed burning, livestock grazing, or other 
methods jointly approved of by the project cooperators, which may be used where such 
methods are determined to be consistent with the achrevement of wetland conservation 


objectives. 
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Attachment |) Procedure for Nompowt Source Comsimency Review 


Attachment 12: Procedure for Nonpoint Source Consistency Review 


The “Procedure for Nonpowt Source Consistency Review” for the Challis RMP is based upon the 
followimg sources. 


(a) Memorandum of Understanding implementing the Nonpowt Source Water Quality 
Program of the State of Idaho (1992). 

(b) Idaho Nonpowmt Source Management Program (1989). 

(c) Selected elements of the Idaho code referenced m the Idaho Nonpoint Source Manage- 
ment Program. 

(d) Idaho State Office BLM Information Bulletin Number ID-91-853. 

(ec) Idaho Agncultural Pollution Abatement Plan (idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare Idaho 
Dept. of Lands 1993) 


1. Identify nonpoint source activity. 


2. Identify amy water quality limited stream segment (see Glossary. p. 186) within the project 
areca 


3. Identify any Outstanding Resource Water (ORW) within the project areca. 


4 Identify beneficial uses and indicate those “official designated” beneficial uses in the Idaho 
Water Quality Standards. Provide those beneficial uses identified and not officially 
designated to the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality for review and concurrence. 


5. Identify water quality standards and criteria applicable to protecting the appropriate 
beneficial uses. 


6. identify current status of beneficial uses and predicted condition of beneficial uses, by 


providing an analysis of changes im habmnat resulteng from the nonport source activity which 


7. Establish imterim and long term site specific water quality’nparian objectives to suppon 
identified beneficial uses. 


8. Identify State approved BMPs, if any, for cach nonpoint source activity. 
9 Develop site-specific management systems and identify component strategies that demon- 


strate a knowledgeable and reasonable effort to meet the water quality objectives and 
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12 


13 


4. 


1s 


16 


Document the rationale and scientific bass for the management sysierm and component 


practices identifyeng why the systern woll. or has been demonstrated to. protect or restore 


water quality, promote mpanan mmprovement. and mnect defined water quality atyectives and 
idaho Water Quality Standards 


idemufy expected temeframe m whach water quality objectives may be met 
Develop standards to measure and dacument implementation of the management strategies 


Develop a schedule for mmplementing component practices and a feedback loop comphance 
~« hedule 


Develop a monnormng plan which will provide adequate miormation to determune the 
effectiveness of the managemem strategies m achieving the water quality objectives and 
protecting the beneficial uses of the water 


Define a methadology or process, using feedback data from water quality monsoring. by 
which component practices of the management system may be nodified. strengthenod, or 
revised to meet water quality goals and protect beneficial uses of water 


Provide an opportunity for review by the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) for 
comsistency and cormphance with the idaho Nonpowt Source Management Program and the 
kiaho Water Quality Standards 


lee 
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Attachment 13: Riparian Study Area Development 


(Referred to ~ Rapertan Arom, Goal 2. #). 9 81) 


Sites would be chosen by a BLM omerdicaplenary icam 

The repaman study arca would help ranchers ead land managers to 

(a) determene potential for mpanan mmprovermnent. 

(b) commpare management strategies and progress with comtro! areas. and 
(c) emdscate changes over tome duc to natural mfluences (¢ g . chemnate) 


The study areas would be a munimurn of 400 feet im length or 20 times the bankfull 
width, whechever ts larger 


The study areas would generally comtam the emtere width of the mpanan area 


The total area of cach indivedual study area would generally be two acres or lews and 
should not exceed five acres 


Road (reet bac lorure 
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Attachment 14: Procedures for Minimum Streamflow Application 


(Referred t© = Mieemum Secamfiow, Goal |, #2. p 67) 


In cooperaton woth the IDFG, the idaho Department « ‘ Parks and Recreation, or other 
outude imerests. determine anpropnate achom for ottameng a minemum streamflow on 
salmon. sicelhead trout. and bul! trout strearm im the area. consistent with the resource 
valucs involved (sce Fishenes, Goal |, pp. 45-47). Review existing information 
available as a result of previous mstream flow studies conducted by the IDFC 


During the year after signing of the Challis RMP. identify and pnortize streams within 
the Challies Resource Arca for which minimum streamflow mghts will be crucial to 
maimtenance or umprovement of fish and mpanan habnat Begin with the following rst 


of strcams 

East Fork Salmon River Challis Creek 

Lake Creek Road (reek 

Herd Creek Pahsrmero: River 
Salmon River Big Creek 

Squaw (Creek Morse Creek 
Thompson ( reek Falls Creek 
Bayhorse Crees Latle Morgan Creek 
Garden Creek Burm Creek 


Ome year after signing of the Challrs RMP. begin gathering a minimum of three ycars 
of flow data on the pnonty streams, focusing first on those streams with existing 
adequate dar Make application and or assist im application preparation (according © 
idaho «ode section 42-150! t 42-1505) on at least one identified aream. Add v« 
stream per year to the data collection and apphcation process indefinitely. unt! 
mamemum streamflow needs are satisfied 


Aa heme 8 Meme Pipariet and bewate Hatwia ( omdetem: 


AttesSment 1S: Minimum Riparian and Aquatic Habitat ( onditions 


“owe These condemns ecawld be apphed to all fieh-tearing streams om the (halle Resource Area (see May 
2 Anadromen and Remdem Fishers Occupied Haba) Thee conémom may be shered (|) a 
referee enfurmatom to naturel condiams op wemmlar name! types and goomorphokagy om amproved ori )) 
om a case Dy cane has wher a emernhed of sae apecifx assesment Conducted hy) an [D tearm onda mes 
ahernative Condmom are more apprapmae  Batemale for changes to the omemcrmamm Comdrticm: must he 
property dacumemed 


(2) Poolemile commensurate wath wened wiith (see Glomen p if? and Amachmen /6 optemal 
pools mile curve. p 150) 


wetted width (feet) 10 20 2s «) 7S 1 125 1” Pal) 
aummier of pacts meke =O 2 s ma) 23 8 14 12 , 


(>) Streambank stabelty = >90. 

tc) «= Lower bank angle «=> 79°. of hanks woth 2 <8) angie (i. undercut) 

(d) Width depeh rate: << 10 measured at marimum pool depth emhen wetted = ndith 
(co) Temperature standards 


(}) Wetwn desagnated crincal habia for anadromous fish (see Glossary p 167) no measurable 
merease h Maemen & ater temperature (defined as a” day moving average of darly me seman 
eater temperature over the warmest comsecutrve "day perms!) shall accur ase result of federal 
land management actr mes Mansmum «ater temperatures must he bet fd Fw etter mregraticn 
and rearing habetars and below (f) Fw then anaes ming habetat: (urbe ss ttre Peel! trot ternnerat ure 
standards descrihed mm (}) below would apply) 


(2) In watersheds not comex'ored designated critwal habaat for anadromous fish management 
activ ies May net comtriikae to mereased maxima water temperatures ater e 6 Ff wether fob 
rgraton apawneng and rearing habrian (unless the bull tow ternerature standards dew shed 
m ()) below would apply) 


(\) Boll trowt temperature criena shall apply to afl trvbwtary waters mot om bacteng fifth order mann 
stem rivers. located wethen the Thompson Bayhorse creeks Pahsomeran River and fest fort 
Satmon River dramages (Ran 1998 § 5) as well as Squaw Morgan and ( halls creets Water 
temperatures shall net exceed a 6) 6 F davhy average during June duly amd Auguet for pov enrle 
bull wout rearmng. and « 48 “F daily average during Seprember and October for bull tout 
spawning for the purposes of measuring these criena the darly average shall be generated 
from a recordeng device with a menemunn of se evenly qnaced measurement: mm a )4 how period 
(IDAPA 16, Title O1, Chhapeer @2, Subsection 290.0) ¢. p 40. February 20. 1908) 


(f)  Cobile embeddedness for residem and anadromeus fish habaat <20". (see Glossary cobble 
embeddedness p lB) 
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Attachment 16: Actual and Optimal Pools/Mile in 9 Challis RA Streams 


100 


0 - ~ — —_— ~~ 
| 7 | 


0 5 10 16 20 25 w % 
Wetted Width (Feet) 


hctumt Grease Surveyed (|) = feed Or Sxeteeure (= Morse Beem OG (= Reed OF = Labe OF 
(= ere Cr @-Cow Or (7) = Thempece Cr (@ = Reyherse Or (@ =Merger Cr (10) =Squee Or 
Serco ete RM Sweer Survey oat 
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Attachment 17: Tracts Coasidered for Sale 


Note The atiacteners beets tracts efuch are proposed for comuderamon as sake tracts under Land Tenure and Access Coal 
ip 


Wether the adpustrmer areas (wee Map 4 4dyustment Management 4reas) appro mately 11246) acres ould 
be commdered for sale, because they are difficult and uneconormcal to manage (1 | PMA. Section 20 Max !)) 
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rT™! O28 te * Oe he weet te ) wel ee wi ho OF ee | we * 
rete te " = Pe eee os rr el ee ee Se Toe et te ae” ‘« 
rete te ») we eee the Teo O98 te |. We Oe oe to @.2) Ge 6 OWwE Fw we 
T™ tf te Dh FEW se Tee PF ke | | OREO WEP ee 24 Fem Oe Gee lee te 
ree he © Fee a) ree ere te / ) Shee se he @]0 te Shwe 6 
ee 8 rere te ) ee wee ee hem G0 Ge |) Oe we 
Teh BO hee | ENE OH OR GEOY me ee | 28 rem Ge See @ 8 tte mee oe. 
res Re fee OS NEE ‘we rir’ Oe ke © NEREOe en oe ee ee oe | Ce 
Teh O00 ee ) te fF 8 fae ee ee 2 ee m ree are te hy ew Pe ar 
res 20 ke | eee e TO) OO Gee ee 8 eo ree Qe ae To ee whe 
7 GDF Gee 6) me 2? oe TO) 2 te © ue) 1 ree 6 te Ye te 
Tee OF) ee 1 oe) se T) 7) Oe Gee oe ow rea te » © eee oe 
Te. 22 tee 1) ee) ee ee i" Tem) O98 Gee o ‘® too 8 te 9) 88S 

ee a he 1” Nee we Ti Oe Gee OO BPRPYP RE Se oe we 
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Attachment 18: Wild and Scenic Rivers Study 


Through the Wild and Scenic Rivers (W&SR) Act (PL 90-542, as amended) Congress has 
declared, “... that the established national policy of dam and other construction at appropriaic 
sections of the rivers of the United States needs to be complemented by a policy that would 
preserve other selected rivers or sections thereof im their free-flowing condition to protect the 
water quality of such nvers and to fulfill other vital nabonal conservation purposes.” 


In 1993 the Challis Resource Arca - BLM completed an inventory to determine which rivers 
flowing through BLM-admunistered lands within the Challis Resource Arca would be cligible for 
further study for possible inclusion im a national rivers system. The results of that inventory and 
evaluation were first published im an eligibility report im July 1992. Followimg an open comment 
period, a revised eligibility report was published in March 1993, with an addendum im June 1993 
which incorporated additional public comments. Details of the process and criteria used to 
determine cligibility (including outstanding'y remarkable values and free-flowing characterstics). 
information on recommended tentative nver classifications as wild, scenic. or recreational, and 
other elements of the eligibility evaluation are on file in the Sa'mon Field Office and may be 
reviewed upon request. Those eligible rivers were then included mm a “‘attability” study. which 
was part of the Challis Draft Resource Management Plan (DRMP. Volume 2, pp. 392a-399b). 
Results of that study are included m the PRMP (sce Wild and Scenic Rivers, pp. 98-100). Rivers 
that are found suitable im the approved RMP may be recommended to Congress for inclusion m 
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, at the discretion of the Idaho BLM State Director 


The BLM considered many factors in determining the suitability of cach eligible segment for 
inclusion im a national rivers system. Those factors included such things as the length of the 
segment. outstandingly remarkable (OR) values present within the nver corndor, floatability. flow 
status, importance to the suitability of other segments. water development potential, the BL M's 
ability to manage the segment as a designated nver, other opportunities to manage the OR values 
present, commitment of other involved land owners im sharing administration of the segment. 
identified support of or opposition to designation, consistency with other approved plans, and 
estimated potential costs of administering the segment. if designated Documentation of the 
Challis Resource Area's consideration of these factors during the suitability study 1s on file m the 
Salmon Field Office and may be reviewed upon request. 


In addition to considering the qualities of the river segment and its corndor. the BLM recognized 
that proposing that a nver segment be found suitable for designation as part of a national rivers 
system is also an issue of allocation. For example, a river segment may have numerous OR 
values present within the river corndor, but because of other issues such as current or proposed 
uses in or near the cormdor, the BLM may have chosen not to allocate that nver for management 
as a national wild, scemc, of recreatronal nver In those cases the rivers were found unsuitable. 
Although the free-flowing character of the river, the presence and importance of OR values, and 
the protection that would be afforded under the WASP Act were given heavy consideration, they 
were not viewed as circumstances that would oguire a finding of “suitable” on any given river 
segment. The BLM understood the charge of the WASR Act to be to determine which, if any. 
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Attachment 14 Wild and Scenic Rivers Study 


nver segments within the planning arca would be suitable for inclusion in a national nver system 
and to prescnbe management that would protect those nvers’ qualities. 


While a suitability finding was completed on most of the cligible river segr vents, a suitability 
finding on some segments was deferred to later coordinated river studies. Section Sic) of the 
WA&SR Act states its intent for coordinated river study: “The study of any of said rivers shall be 
pursued im as close cooperation with appropriate agencies of the affected State and its political 
subdivisions as possible, shall be carried on jointly with such agencies if request for such joint 
study is made by the State, and shall include a determination of the degree to which the State or 
its political subdivisions might participate im the preservation and administration of the river 
should « be proposed for inclusion im the national wild and scenic river system.” 


In 1991 Idaho BLM State Director entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with 
the Governor. State of Idaho, and Regional Foresters of the Northern and Intermountain Regions 
of the Forest Service. The purpose of the MOU is to “formalize a cooperative relationship for 
conducting river planning efforts and Wild and Scenic Rivers Studies of Idaho's nvers: among the 
State of Idaho, the Forest Service. and Bureau of Land Management. It affirms commitment: to: 
priormize Federal Wild and Scemic Rivers Studies and coordinate Federal studies with State 
planning activities, share data and planning resources between State and Federal water resource 
planning agencies, and coordinate public education and information outreach programs.” Further. 
im 1992 the affected Forest Supervisors, BLM District Manager, and idaho Department of W ater 
Resources representative entered into a Study Agreement whose purpose “1s to coordinate nver 
February 14, 1991 between the signatory agencies. This will include definition of the study arca. 
designation of agency roles, teming and funding for the planning process. collection and sharing 
of data, and implementing procedures.” Three of the rivers included in the study agreement are 
the Pahsimeroi River, the East Fork Salmon River, and the Main Salmon River. As a result of 
these agrecinents, the Challis PRMP deferred completion of the suitability study for these nvers 
to a coordinated study effort. 


In addition to the Main Salmon, East Fork Salmon, and Pahsimeroi rivers, tne Challis PRMP also 
deferred a sustability finding on nine other segments (as listed on pp. 99-100 of the PRMP) which 
are closely linked to and should be studied with the three main deferred nvers. would be sustable 
only as part of a system, or are logical extensions of river segments administered by the Forest 
Service or Upper Snake River District BLM. The BLM deferred a suitability finding on these 
segments unti! later coordinated study because studying only the porvon of a nver which ts BiM- 
managed would not present a complete picture of the sustability of the entire nver reach. 
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Attachment 19: Approved Methods for Waste Disposal 


l Sanitation facilities would be provided at the intensely-used recreation sites along the 
rivers and disposal of human waste would only be allowe< at the provided sanitation 
facilines. Camping parties along the river must pack out their solid waste in porta-potties 
or in one of the rocket box systems commonly used by river outfitters. 


2 People would be required to pack out and dispose of their litter properly. 


3 Fires would only be allowed in designated fire rings in the campgrounds or recreation 
sites, or in approved fire pans commonly used by river outfitters along the river. If a 
party built a fire in a fire pan, they would be required to completely extinguish all 
embers and pack out the ashes 


Bayhorse Campground near Challis, Idaho 


— ee 


‘4000 Challis Proposed RMP/Final EIS 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


/o/ 


Attachment 20 Criteria for Road Maintenance Levels 


Attachment 20: Criteria for Road Maintenance Levels 


Note: The following codes for road ma:micnance levels are from the “Facility Invemory Mamtenance 
Managemem System Manual.” November 22, 1989, pages 2! and 22. Levels are listed from higher: level 
of maimtenance (level $) to lowest level of mamtenance (level 1) Al present, road surfaces on BL!‘ roads 
within the Challis Resource Arca are maintained at levels 3, 2. oF | 


Level Description 


$ 


This level of maimtenance is for collector, double land, aggregate or bituminous 
surface roads with an average daily traffic greater than 15. Safety and comfort are 
important considerations. In addition to a scheduled maintenance program, these 
roads have a preventative maintenance program established to mamtai the integnty 
of the system. 


This level is used on roads which are generally kept open year around or on high- 
ations than for level 3 roads. Roads in this maintenance level are typically double 
lane with a native or aggregate surface. The roadway is maintained on a sheduled 
basis A preventative mamtenance program may also be established Problems are 
repaired as soon as Ciscovered. 


This level is for roads which are seasonal in nature or occasionally open year 
around. Traffic volumes approach an average daily traffic of 15 vehicles. Roads 
are typically single lane with an aggregate or native surface. Roads are martamed 
as needed to keep drainage functional, maimtam roadway prism, maintain sight 


This level 1s used for roads where management requires a road to be open seasonally 
for lumited passage of traffic. Traffic 1s generally admnistrative, with some minor 
specialized use or moderate seasonal use. Maintenance 1s minimal, and includes 
brush and obstruction removal, maimtenance of dramage facilities, and minimum 
marntenance of road prism 


This level is for roads which only recerve basic custodial care required to protect the 
road investment and or adjacent lands and resource values. Normally, these roads 
are blocked and not open for traffic, or are only open to restricted traffic. Closure 
and traffic restrictive devices are maintained. Primitive road’. receive no roadbed 
maimmtenance. On other roads, culverts, waterbars, and other drammage facilities are 
maimtained. Slides, fallen trees, and brush are left unless they affect roadbed 


dramage 
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Attachment 21: Withdrawal Status of Campgrounds and Recreation Sites* 


Site Description Sar Locanon Acreage 
Mackay Reservow T N.RIM. Sel SWSW 40.00 
Sec. 2) SESE 40 00 
Black Darwsy Recreaton Sate T 7N.RISE. Secll: SESE 40 00 
Pinto Creck Rec. Sue (Garden Crock) T. SN.RIIE, Seco La 2 sins 
Upper East Fork Campground T ON.RIVE, Secld SESW 40 00 
(Lathe Boulder Crock) Sec2?. NWSW 40 00 
Sec 28 SWSE 40 00 
Fox Crock Campground’ T ON.RIRE, Sec} La} 9.99 
La 4 9 00 
Lake Crock Picnic Site T. 9N._RIVE, Secl) SESE 40 00 
Ziegicr's Hole Recreation Sac TION _RIBE, Seclé: SESW 40 00 
Jummy Smuth Lake ( ampground TION. R.IBR, Sec dO Lat 4 19 
Clayton Ranger Station Campground TIINRIVE, Sel? Leal 17 
Sec 3 Lat 10 37.10 
Last Fork Recreation Sue TIN R.IBE.. 22: Lea $ 9 
Berch Creek Recreation Sane’ TIIN RISE, Seel? Le 8 a4) 
Spud Creck Rec Site’ TIIN.RIBE, Secl2d Lei 25 89 
Sec2? La | 33.65 
Lea 2 0.9) 
Sec 28 Lat 2 45 26 
Le } “40% 
Summ Creek Rec Sie TIIN RISE. Seel? NENE 40 00 
Se 2)} NWNW 40.00 
Bayhorse Creek Rec Site TIZIN.RIBE, See 2 SISESE 20 00 
Sec ||) NINENE 20 00 
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Attachment 2/ Withdrawal Status of Campgrounds and Recreation Sites 


Site Description Site Location Acreage 
Deadman Hole Recreation Site T.L2N.RIGE, Secl® Lo 7 28 42 
Sec. 30: Lot | 32.30 
La 2 34.75 
La 3 418 
Wood Creck Recreation Ste (Dugway) TI2N.RIGE, Sec. & Loti} 2614 
Double Springs Recreation Site’ T.I2IN.RISE; Sec3l: Lo 4 May 
Round Valicy Rec. Sue (Challis Bridge) TIIN.RIGE;, Sec lO Lot 6 1$.31 
Lo 7 33.80 
Morgan ( reek Recreation Sue T.ION_.RIVE, Seed}: Lot 2 35.10 
Mike Ells Bndge Recreation Site T.ION.RQOE, Sec34: Lot 3 12.10 
La 4 24 80 
La 7 “475 
Sec 35: Lot | 23.15 
Cow Creek Recreation Site’ TION. RINE; Sec & Lo 4 41.71 
Loa §$ 46 80 
Cronk’s Canyon Recreation Site’ T.ION.RIIE, Sec & La 8 $2 00 
Sec. 17: Lat! 23.52 
Total 1,450.76 


* In hudes lands segregated from Homestead fntry Desern | and | ner) indian Allotment Publix Sale and the (renera! 
Mimong | aws 


Recreation site 1 net devecioned at present 
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Attachment 22: Easements Needed to Ensure Public Access, by Ownership 


Read Name Read *® Easements Needed tasement Township Range Secnon 
Private State 

Road ( reck 1902 ! 0 1a oN 2 t 112 
Malm Crukh ous i) l 01 12 N vt 19 
Lone Pune 1916 l ! 13 11 N DE 5 

13N Ist w 
Lower Cedar C reck 1918 2 0 os 7N Mt 4, 23, 27 
jones edar ( reck 1919 ! 0 05 aN 2 22 
Bear W allow 4 rose Sp. ung 1925 v ! 13 ii N ot Mw 
Broken Wagon 1928 2 0 10 11 N 20 E 19, 45 

11 N 21 Ww 
Meadow ( reek 193) | 0 03 4N 218 2s 
Pahwermeron 19M ! 0 10 11 N DFE 4 
West Domkey 194s 0 1 10 i2N 23t MM 
Howell Canyer \¥44 0 ! 10 oN 20 & Mw 
Cedar Crock Luop 1947 is oN 2? 6, 21 
Sc betation 195! i 0 03 13 N Tt 19 
Cammemhern Sheep jess ' 20 nN ne 16, 20, 21, 22 
Hellweche | @e2 i 0 is 12 N Mt 4, 23 
Bradbury Flat SW 1970 0 oF 13N ot we 
Camp Creek | Ome) ’ 0 07s 13N La ? 

1a N oT 6 
Ceomenmal flat 199) | 0 12 iN et ma, 19 

2 N aE 24 
South Butte | 994 ! ! 20 tN i7t 16, 21 
Somk ( rook 1995 2 0 . is int 2 

2s Ls “ 
Dewey Tener | 9Me, ! 0 0) it N Ft ‘ 
t lkhern 198 0 ! 13 is. 24t w 
Rartiett Pow A 1ei4) ! ! 20 aN 218 a | 
Mill ( reet «100 2 10 aN ne ; 

13 N Mt 6, 21 
| alls Pattersem ( reek wioe ! v 10 MN 231 18, 20 
Cog Crock W180 ' ‘0 13.N ni 

nN 22 w 

1a N 23 6 
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Amachment 23) Beneficial | se Classificemons for Dramage Segments 


Attachment 23: Beneficial Use Classifications for Drainage Segments 


Beneficial use classifications for streams in the Big Lost River, Little Lost River, Bast Fork Salmon River, 
Pahsimero: River. and Mam Salmon River drainages are shown below in addon to the classificatons 
hsted below, Bruno Creck im the Main Salmon River is identified Wy the Bi.M as an “industrial water 
supply” beneficial use No streams mm the above dramages are classified as an “outstanding resource waters” 
beneficial use. Listed beneficial uses were either identified by the BLM (shown with an “X") or published 
im the idaho Department of Health and Welfare, Division of Environmental Quidity, Tithe 01, Chapter 02. 
“Water Quality Standards and Wastewater Treatmem Requirements.” Feb-wary | 998 


Draimage__ Big Lost River _ 


BENEFICIAL USE CLASSIFICATION 
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Visual resource management. 
Wilderness Study Area 
Wild and Scenic River. 
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Glossary Definitions. 


Acre-foot - A measure of water or sediment 
volume equal to the amount which would cover an 
area of | acre to a depth of | foot (325,851 gallons 
or 43,560 cubic feet). 


Activity planning - A level of BLM planning 
where objectives are established and a plan of 
activities to meet those objectives is developed. 
Examples referred to im the Challis RMP include 
Integrated Resource Activity Plans, Habitat Man- 
agement Plans. and Allotment Management Plans. 
(Also see project planning.) 


Adjustment Area - A portion of a Resource Area 
where BLM administered public lands are consid- 
and those lands are identified for disposal through 
sale, exchange, Desert Land Entry, etc. Adjust- 
ment areas are mm contrast to Management Areas. 
(Instruction Memorandum No. ID-89-395, August, 
1989) 


Adventures in the Past - The BLM's “umbrella” 
strategy for promoting public education and out- 
reach in cultural resources and for enlisting public 
involvement in the protection of archacological 
resources. Goals include increasing the public's 
enjoyment of cultural resources, demonstrating that 
the BLM is a good steward of cultural resources, 
and reducing the destruction of cultural resources 
by 1) expanding interpretation, 2) showcasing cul- 
tial, 3) promoting scientific study, research and 
management projects, and educational expenences. 
4) increasing on-the-ground presence to combat 
vandalism, and 5) focusing on cultural resources 
with ethnic and minority ties to create a sense of 
identity and community 

Allotment - An area of land designated and man- 
aged for grazing of livestock; may contain BLM, 


other Federally managed, private, and/or State 
lands. 


Allotment categorization - A process used by the 
BLM to place grazing allotments into one of three 

ion Genaiatate. 1 a on ealen. 
suze them for future management. 


Maintain (M) allotments: Most of the public 


lands in the allotment are proposed for reten- 
tion, the range condition and trend is satis- 
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Glossary Definitions 


livestock operations will be conducted m order to 
also describe the type, location, ownership, and 
general specificatons for range improvements to be 
installed on public lands to meet livestock grazing 
and other objectives of land management, and 
contain other such provisions as may be prescribed 
by the authorized officer. 


Allowable cut (allowable sale quantity) - The 
amount of timber that can be harvested on an an- 
rual or decadal basis consistent with the principles 
of multiple use and sustained yield 


Anadromous fish - Those species of fish that 
mature in the sca and migrate into freshwater 
streams to spawn; ¢.g.. salmon, steelhead trout. 


Analysis, interpretation, evaluation (AIE) - A 
process of determining whether a BLM grazing 
allotment 1s making progress toward meeting land 
use plan goals and objectives, and whether man- 
agement changes are necessary. 


Angier day - A portion of a day spent fishing. 


Animal unit month (AUM) - The amount of 
forage needed to sustain one cow unit or its equiv- 
alent (one horse or five sheep, all over six months 
old) for one month (approximately 800 pounds of 
forage). 


Appropriate management level (AML) - The 
optimum number of wild horses that provides a 

ving natural ecological balance on the public 
range 


Aquatic - Living or growing in or on the water. 
Archaeological resources - Sites. areas, structures. 
obyects, or other matenal evidence of prehistonc or 
Archacological site - A geographic location con- 
taming structures, artifacts, matenal remains, and/or 
other evidence of past human activity. 


Area of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACEC) - Acreage within BLM public lands where 
special management aftenton 1s required (when 
such arcas are developed or used or where no 
development 1s required) to protect and prevent 
wreparable damage to umportant histoncal, cultural. 
or visual values, fish and wildlife resources, or 
other natural systems or processes, or to protect life 
and safety from natural hazards The identification 
of a potential ACEC shall not, of itself, change or 
prevent change of the management or use of public 
lands. (43 CFR 1601.0-S(a)) 


Artificial regeneration - The re-establishment and 
development of plant cover through the direct 
action of man by seeding or planting. 


Backcountry - An arca commonly referred to as 
roadiess. 


Back Country Byway - A vehicle route that tra- 
verses scemic cormdors utilizing secondary or back 
country road systems. National Back Country 
Byways are designated by the type of road and 
vehicle needed to travel the byway. 


Barrier - An impediment to movement of organ- 
isms across the landscape which is natural, such as 
water bodies or mountain ranges. or man-made. 
such as roads, fences, or wnigation diversion struc- 
tures. 


Beneficial use - Any of the various uses which 
may be made of the water, including, but not lim- 
ited to, domestic water supply, industrial water 
ation in and on the water, wildlife habitat, and 
aesthetics. A beneficial use is identified based 
upon actual use, the ability of a water to support a 
non-existing use erther now or in the future, and its 
likelihood of being used mm a given manner (idaho 
Water Quality Standards - IDAPA 16.01.02.100) 


Best management practice (BMP) - A practice or 
combination of practices determined by the state to 
be the most effective and practicable (including 
ations) means of preventing or reducing the amount 
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of pollution gencrated by nonmpoi! sources to a 
level compatible with water quality goals 


Big game - Those species of large mammals nor- 
mally managed as a sport hunting resource; in- 
cludes clk, mule deer, pronghorn antelope, and 
bighorn sheep: 


Biodiversity (biological diversity) - The variation 
m components and processes of an ecosystem: i¢.. 
the distribution and abundance of differen! plant 
space. This variation is typically studied and ana- 
lyzed at four levels of diversity: genetic, species, 
community, and landscar.. (Also see: genetic 
and landscape diversity ) 


Biological assessment - In general, a documented 
review of programs or activities in sufficient detail 
to determine how an action or proposed action may 
affect any Federally listed threatened or endangered 
wildlife, fish, or plant species. Specifically, a 
procedural step im the imteragency consultation 
process under the Endangered Species Act, Section 
7, where the BLM submits a written summary of 
potential project impacts to threatened or endan- 
gered species to the USFWS andor NMFS for 
thew evaluation 


Board feet - A unit of solid wood one foot square 
by one inch thick. Generally, five board feet log 


measure 1s approximately equivalent to one cubic 
foot of round wood. 


Boot stage - A plant growth stage im grasses at 
which time the flowering portion is beginning to 
form im the leaf sheath 


Buffer strip - A land area of varying size and 
shape immediately adjacent to stream courses or to 
of land use is managed to meet defined water 
resource goals. Also A protective area adjacent 
to an area of concen requiring special attention or 
protection (eg . wildlife habstat) 


Candidate species - A plant or animal species 
designated by the USFWS or NMFS as a candidate 
for hstang as threatened or endangered (see threat- 
ened species, endangered species). A candidate 
species is a plant or animal species for which the 
USFWS or NMFS currently has on file substantial 
information to support a proposal to list the species 
as endangered or threaened (see proposed species) 
A candidate specics’ numbers are declining so 
rapidly that official lnsting as threatened or endan- 
gered pursuant to Section 4 of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act may become necessary as a conservation 
measure. Declines may be duc to one or more 
fication, or curtailment of the species’ habitat or 
scientific, or educational purposes, disease or pre- 
dation, the madequacy of existing regulatory 
mechanisms, or other factors. 


Carrying capacity (syn. grazing capacity) - The 
damage to vegetation or related resources. Carry- 
ing capacity may vary from year to year on the 
same arca duc to fluctuating forage production. 
(Society for Range Management 1974) 


Chaining - A vegetative land treatment consisting 
of dragging a heavy anchor chain im a “U" shape 
behind a pair of tractors moving im a direction 
parallel to cach other. This uproots trees and 
nutrnents 


Clearcut - The method of harvesting timber by 
removing all trees (which are larger than seedlings) 
in a stand in a single cut. Also, a silviculture 
system where a crop of trees is cleared from a 
large area at one time and regeneration occurs from 
a) natural seeding from adjacent stands, b) seed 
contained in the slash or logging debris, c) ad- 
vanced growth (seedlings), and/or d) planting or 
direct seeding An even-aged forest usually results 


Cobble (substrate) embeddedness (also emted- 
dedness) - The degree to which cobble-sized rocks 
(about 3 inches in diameter) are encased im fine 
sediments, expressed as a percentage of surface 
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fine sediments, less than 6 mm (1 4 inch) m diame- 
ter, measured or estimated along cross-channcl 
transects. 


Commercial forest land - All forest land that is 
capable of yiciding at least 20 cubic feet of wood 
per acre per year of commercial conifcrous tee 
species. (Also see: suitable commercial forest 
land. nonsuitable commercial forest land noncom- 
mercial forest land, woodland.) 


Commercial product sales - Salcs where the 
purchaser harvests forest products for resale. 
Planned (calculated as part of the allowable sale 
quantity) commercial product sales only occur on 
commercial forest lands 


Competition - The general struggic for existence 
in which living organisms compete for a limited 
supply of the necessities of life. Competition can 
exist between species, and even between individu- 
als of a species, for food, shelter, space, nest sites. 
birthing sites, mates. access to water, and many 
other habstat and life cycle requirements. 


Community - An ecological houndary defined by 
(For example. a forest community contains those 
species which require or prefer a forested habitat 
for one or more biological processes (foraging. 
mating, nesting denning. rearing. cic ). 


Community diversity - The vanation of a commu- 
nity in a location and over time. The association 
of species in the community will be different as 
aspects of the environment (such as soul, morsture. 
or elevation) change In addition, the same loca- 
tion can support different associations of species 
over time, as when the site is affected by fire or 
logging 


Conditional suppression - See / ire suppression 


Corrider - An avem. «« | ovement across the 
landscape (For example, forested land adjacent to 
a river may serve as a corridor for species that 
require forested cover) In the natural landscape. 
corndors are generally contiguous avenues of 


preferred habnat. In a human altered landscape. 
corndors may be less preferred but sull funcnonal 
avenucs. Human activity may sometimes create 
cormdors where none previously cxisted (cg. 
for weed arspersal, or shrubby fencelines winch are 
corndors for small mammals and some birds). 


Crecial habitat (or key habitat) - Describes « 
particular seasonal range or other habmat compo- 
nent (¢.g.. winter or winter’ycarlong range for big 
game ammals. mpanan habstat for npanan-depen- 
for sage grouse) which is a primary determining 
factor in a population's ability to maintain and 
reproduce itself at a certain level (theoretically at 
or above population objectives) 


Cultural property - A definite location of past 
human activity, occupation, or use identifiable 
through field inventory. hrstonca!l documentation. 
or oral evidence. Includes archacological, historic. 
or architectural sites, structures, or places with 
important public and scientific uses, and possible 
religious mmportance to specified social and or 
cultural groups. Concrete, material places and 
things that are classified. ranked, and managed 
through a system of mventory. evaluation. plan- 
ming. protection, and ut.lization 


Cultural resource - According to BLM Manual 
8100, Release 8-38: a general term meaning any 
cultural property or traditional lifeway value Also. 
the physical remains of human activity (artifacts, 
rums, petroglyphs, etc.) and conceptual content or 
context (as a setting for legendary, historic, or 
prehistoric events as a sacred area of native peo- 
ples, etc.) of an area 


Cultural resource inventory classes — An invento- 
fy system used to identify and assess cultural 
resource values on BLM public lands. Claws / an 
overview document discussing the known resources 
of a particular region and defining research goals 
and questions from known data. pnmanty a chron- 
cle of past land uses. Class // professionally 
conducted, statistically based random samples 
designed to help characterize the probable density. 
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diversity, and d:stribunon of cultural resources m 
a large arca. Class Ii) mvemones conducted a 
30 meter mmtervals or bess to provide for mmensive 
coverage over 2n entire project areca, rather than a 


randomly sciected sample arca 


Cut slope - The uphull bank of 2 road built acrows 
a bull 


Desgnated critical habitat - Those arcas formally 
designated as critical by the Secretary of the Inte- 
nor or Commerce for the survival and recovery of 
sted threatened and cndangered species ($0 CFR. 
Parts 17 and 226) Because the term has legal 
implications, its use ts lemited to only those hab- 
tats officially determuned as critical by the Secre- 
tary 


Desired plant community - The plan comrmunry 
which provides the vegetation attributes required 
for mecting or exceeding RMP vegetation obyec- 
tives The dessred plant community must be wrthen 
an ecological site's capability to produce these 
attributes through natural succession. managemen 
action. or both 


Developed recreation site - A wte developed 
prmaniy to accommodate specific miensive use 
activites or groupengs of actrvives such as camp- 
img. prcmiching. boateng. sw emmng. winter sports. 
et «These sites unchude permanent facies «hich 
require COMtinuINg Management commitment and 
regular marmenance such as roads. traris. toricts 
and other facilities needed to accommodate recre- 
ation use over the long term (BLM Manual) 


Diameter at breost height (DBH) The diameter 
of a standing wee measured 45 fect shove the 


ground level on the uphull sede 


Disjenct species — Species with a dmcontenuows 
distribution The most common pattern is a large 


cemter of distribu. wath distant “deyunct” pope- 


the potential to accelerate cromon of mass move- 
mem. Also, any other activity that may tend to 
disrupt the normal movement or habits of a partic- 
ular wildlife or plant species 


Diversion screen - A protectrve device mustalied on 
an irmgation drversion to prevent anadromous and 
rewedem saimomds from bemg drvened from a 
stream mio 22 wngation system 


Diversity - The distribution and abundance of 
differem plant and amma! communities and species 
withen an area 


Dormant stage - A plant growth stage occurring 
after annual growth and reproduction when the 
plam prepares for winter 


t colegical condition § The presen! state of \ egeta- 
thom on @ site compared to the natural potential of 
vegetation on the s#te 


Ecological site - A kind of land with « epecific 
potential natural community and specific physical 
characteristics, differing from other kinds of land 
it, ts ability to produce vegetation and im its re- 
sponse to enagement. (4 Glossary of Terms 
' sed m Rangelana Management. Society of Range 
Management. | 9®9) 


Ecological site inventory - A type of rangeland 
mvemtory where the currems composition of species 
present on a given site 1s compared to the compo- 
witon that should be there if the sme were at climax 
on baghest ecological condition 


Ecological status (syn. seral stage, -eral comme- 
Rit successional Community successional stage) 
- To what degree the present state of kinds, propor. 
hons. and amounts of plants on an ecologwal site 
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resemble the potential natural community (chemi. 
succesmonal stage) for the sate Classes are desg- 
nated hased on percemage of present plamt commu 
nity that ts clemax for that sue «carly scral (0 to 
25%), mad-ceral (25 to 50%), late scral (5! to 
75%), and potential natural community (climax) 
(76 w 100%). 


Ecosystem - An micracting system of organisms 
commdered together with thes environment. for 
example, a marsh, watershed, or lake ecosystem 


Ecoteme - A relatively narrow. transion or punc- 
thon zone between two or more different plant 
communites (ecosystems), such as the zone be- 
tween a forested arca and a sagebrush flat 


Edge . The «ae where differem plant communities. 
successional stages. or vegetative condition classes 
meet and a change m flora, fauna, and mucroch- 
mate occur For example the meadow forest 
imterface along the boundary of a tember harvest 
clearcut. the boundary between mpanan vegetation 
(eg. willows) and sagebrush-grassiand 


Effects (impacts) - The biological, physical, sacral, 
or econom« comsequences resulting from a pro- 
posed action fF flects may be adverse (detrumental ) 
or beneficial, and direct, indirect. or cumulative 
Direct effects are caused by the action and occur at 
the same tome and place /ndireci effects are also 
caused by the action, bul cocur at a later time or 
further removed m distance ( wrulative effects 
mclude meremental effects of the proposed action 
when added to other past, present. or reasonably 
foreseeable future actions. regardless of what agen. 
cy (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes 
the other actions Cumulative effects can result 
from indrvidually minor but collectrvely sigmficant 
actions tang place over a penad of time (40 CER 
1908.7) 


Endangered species Any plant or animal species 
that 1s mm danger of extinction throughout al! or a 
sugmificamt portion of ts range. and has been off. 
cially listed as endangered by the Jccretary of 


esting ha been published im the Federal Regisser 


Endemik species - Those native species whove 
cranbution 1 restncted to a small, localized area. 
for example “central idaho” or “the Salmon River 
canyon from Clayton to Elin.” 


response to precipriation (ramfall) and whose 
channel is at afl times shove the water table 


Erosion - The wearmg away of the lands surface 
by water, wind, ice of other physical processes = ht 


Essential habitat Periamwng to threatened endan 


having been declared as critiwal hatutat by the 
Secretary of the Imtenor or Commerce 
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Euctosere - An arca fenced wo exclude grazing 
ammals. usually for study purpows 


Existing reads, vehicle ways, and trails - For the 
purposes of the Challee RMP. “casting” 5 defined 
as the following For Wilderness Study Arcas 
(WSAs), “exseting” refers to rors. vebucle ways, 
and trails winch cumted as of O.. Idaho lmeneve 
Wolderness levertory fonal Decrson (Novermber 
1980) For the remamder of the Challis Resource 
Area, “cxrting” refers to (a) roads, velucle ways. 
and trails winch camt at the ome the Record of 
Decision for the Chali approved RMP ts segned. 
and (b) amy newly comstructed rund. tras. or park - 
mg area authorized by the BLM during the bfe of 
the RMP Also see road vehicle wey. and rail 


Eupenditeres © The we of local and non-local 
sources of momes dewgnated for lacal government 
publ goods and services such as road and bndge 
marmtenance Coun operatom. publx safety. health 
and memal health services. sold waste draposal. 
welfare and education 


Eutensive Recreation Management Areas 
(ERMAS) BLM adrrenrstratrve units where recre- 
atom managemem is only one of several manage. 
mem otyectives and where bemted commitment of 
resources ms required to provide extensive and 
unstructured types of recreation activites ERMAs 
may comam recreation sites These areas comsrst 
of the remamder of land areas not mcleded m 


Special Recreation Managemen Areas 


FU shepe — ft arth placed during road construction 
using the side-cast method The earth 1» taken out 
of the upbwll (cut) shane and placed on the dow thel! 
wide of the road (fill slope) to create a flat terrace 


Fire suppression Al) work and actry ites assacy 
ated with fire cxtengurshong operstons heguming 
with discovery and continuing until the fire « 
completely extingurshed 


Full cuppresuon comusts of management 
designed to aggressively suppress all new 
fires on or threatening publ land 


Condimonel suppressiom comasts of manage- 
ment which allows fires to comtinuc to burn 
wethow! active suppresmon actrvety. as long a 
they are burmeng wothen prescribed len, 
mchudeng fire lacanon. weather condmons. 
forces avaslable. and fire uze Monnornng of 
the fire would be dome throughout the fire's 
éuranen. and decct supprewmon would be 
undertaken if amy one condition nm exceeded 


Firewood cutting ( utting firewood for home or 
off-cne ase. usually m ugh volume ic ¢. cord, 


Fieedpiain - The orca of lowlands adjoming « 
bady of standyng or flowing water «tach has been 
or might be covered by overbank flows of water 
(floodwaters ) 


Flowering stage A plant growth stage occurring 
when the reproductrve portion of the plant begins 
to emerge 


blwid energy leasable minerals | or the purposes 
of thu RMP. includes ofl, gas. and geothermal 
resources Also see leasahle minerals 


Forage All browse and non wood) plants that are 
avatiable to wridhfe for grazing ot harvested for 
feeding brvestack Normally mebhutes only the 
current year's growth 


Ferh - Any herbaceous plant species other than 
those m the Gromincor (grasses), ( yperaceoe 
(sedges), and Jun a ear (rushes) famubes. fleshy 
leaved plants 


Forest land - Ten of more acres of land capable of 
hermng ten percent stacked by forest tree especies and 
not currently developed for nom-tumber use Lands 
developed for non tember use may on bude areas for 
Craps improved pasture residential or admunistra 
tive areas, improved roads of any width, and ad- 
youneng road Cleanmngs or powerline Clearyngs of amy 
width (Also see commer ial forest land (swiable 
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and nomsutatic) momccmmenvial foro land 
wendland (usable and nomsustahie) 


Forest product (woodland product) - 4 product 
derived from wees, eather Gwectly, such as fucl- 
wood and sawtember, or mderectly (after process- 


mg). such as paper 


Fragmented - A term Gescribeng « lendecape 
where large arcas of suntable habnat are broken up 
to emalier patches winch are surrounded or - 
sected by umsurtable habnat 


Free-flowing - As defined by the Wrid and Scena 
Rivers Act’ A river winch os “exsstirg or flowing 
m natural condmon without empoundmern drver- 
won straghtenmng op rapping of othe: modifica- 
hon of the waterway The cxsstence, however, of 
low darms. drvcrwon works and other menor struc - 
tures af the time any river «@ proposed.chall not 
automatically bar as conmderation...“ 


Pry - A young, recently hatched fish 
Full suppression © See fire cappression 


Pull time equivalent (FTE) - The sumber of 
persom-year equry alents of both full and par terme 


employment 


Cabien - A streambant crowon control structure 
consisting of a wire cage filled with rock and 
cobble 


Cenetic diversity The vanation wither individual 
species which results from genetn + anabelity (the 
variation mm traits and genes withen a single ape- 
eres) 


Geal . The desired sate of condition that a re 
source management polcy or program is designed 
to actveve (usually no: quantifiable and may nut 
have a apecific completion date ) 


Graring permit - | nder Section |} of the Taylor 
Coraring Act. a document authorizing the use of the 
publ lands wether grazing deetncts for the purpose 
of grazing lrvestact 


Grazing preference (total grazing preference) - 
The total sumbber of amma! unset months (A\LMs) 
of lwestack grazing on publ ands apporhoned 
and attached to base property owned of controfied 
by a permutice of lessee, The active preference 
and aapended preference are comtwuned to make up 
the total grazing preference. Active preference © 
that pornon of the total preference for wach graz- 
omg use may be authonzed Swapended preteren « 
ts that parton of the recogmzed grarmg preference 
which «= placed m a suspended category because 
the preference exceeds the present avarlable brve- 


of lrvestack grazing on various parts of a range m 
succeeding years. allowng cach part to rest suc- 
cessively during the groweng season Two. but 
more commonly three or more separate pastures 
are required Resi retanon ome pasture 1s totally 
revied from brvestack grazing and all other pastures 
absorb the grazing load Trailing bvestack use 
bemited to mcwdemal grazing which occurs as brve- 
stack move through the area 


Ground water - \ ater beneath the earths wriace 
between saturated sor! and rock that supphes wets 


and springs 


Group selection (harvest method) The penodi 
removal of trees from afl age groups m order to 
marntam a halanced uneven aged structure (Croup 


sizes range from 1/4 acre to 5S acres 


Gesrter A water developmem for wridhfe that 
rehes om rafal or snowmelt to recharge «rather 
than springs or strearm | sually used where ne 
other sources of wridlife water exist 


Habitat A epecifx set of physical Comdimoms that 
surround a species, group of species. of large 
commumty bor example mayor habuat compo 
nents for wridife are fond water bving apace and 
cover 
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Habitat type - The ag pregatc of land arca potcn- 
ually capable of produceng semelar plant commun 
mes at clmax (Steele, cx of 1981) Each habaw 
type «© named for the clemax Wee species and 
umderviory species that would eventually accupy a 
site at cClemax, ender sdécal condmonms. In reality. 
habrat types mdscate the potential of 2 snc, for 
many factors (cg. fire mmerval, clemate, soil pro- 
duct ty. aspect. percent shape) well determuene the 
vegetation that accupics a site over terme 


Habitat Management Pies (HMP) An approved 
actrvity plan for a geographucal une of land that 
identifies wildlife habtat management acti tics to 
be unplemented to meet specific land use plan 
goals 


Harvest ent - A specified number of forest land 


acres marked for a proposed site-specific tember 
sab 


Headcut - <5 crowon feature of a stream charac- 
terized by an abrupt change m channel mver 
elev ation (¢ g . waterfall) 


Helicopter logging A harvest method where the 


yarding of cut trees © by helwoopter to a loading 
Prooene 


Herbaceous Plants that are green and beaflke om 
appearance or texture and have characterrstics 
typral of an herb as drstengurshed from a woody 
pan 


Heritage | ducation 4 nationwide BLM program 
that seeks to strengthen chwidrens sense of personal 
responsitulity for the stewardsup of Amenca’s 
cultural hertiage and to use bestorn and archaco- 
logecal resewrces mm math and s rence education 


Hiding cover « For clk, vegetation capable of 
tideng "> of an eth seen from a distance of 200 
feet of lew 


Historic property A term used m the National 
Hestorx Preservation Act that refers to a cultural 
resource which 1s comudered ehgitle to he listed or 
is tted on the National Regimer of Historic 


Places 
HMenter day - A portion of 2 day spent hunting 


Hy@rotegy. The ssentifx study of the propernes. 
drstnbunon, and effects of water m the atrnowphere. 
on the carth’s surface, and m soil and rocks 


integrated pet management - The we | several 
techmgues (i¢.. fire, grazing. herbick «. bo ogical 
agents) as one system to gain cont of + pest 
species 


Integrated Resource Activity Plan (IRAP) - A 
type of activity plan whuch addresses a nuniber of 
resources and programms (Also see activity plan ) 


Interdisciplinary (1D) team planning process - 
A process of assembling a team of staff resource 
specialists who become fully involved m a dis 
cussion of isues. problems. conflicts and concerns. 
the development of alternatives. analysis of envi- 
rommemtal effects. and development of final recom- 
mendations for managemem decision From tome 
to terme. members of the general public or special. 
rts from outside groups or agencies may partic) 
pate with ID tearns 


intermittent stream - A stream or segment of 
stream that flows only at certaim times of the year 
when « recerves water from springs or from some 
surface source such as mehing snow mm mowntan- 
ous areas 


interpretive site - A one where the local hestory. 
emv ronment. and or current land ust practioes are 


explamed through signs and brochures of other 
media 


lavertcbrates - A group of orgamems which m- 
Chudes insects. butterflies spiders and worms 


ivvetrievable . A lows of production of wee of « 
renewable natural resource for a penad of tune 
The loss of production or wee for thar periad of 
ume can not be “retneved.” but production or use 
of the reseurce may still be possible on the future — 
te. the land management action can be reversed 
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and the lows of produ hon of use © ct permancee 
for creampie of a mature ome mand « etthdrven 


from umber harvest to provide for wudife needs 
there © am eretievabic loss of sewtember valor 
from that wand for the pened of tume the mand 1 
hewng managed for wridife needs rather than tem 


her production purposes 


irreversitte . A low of prod’ aeota 
renewable or nom-ronewsble re oe Chat |. perme 
nem (cannot be reversed) or. ‘omg term as to 


be conudered permanent i¢g — w coe of 
seonl praductrvity. winch can only be renewed over 
very long tome perads) An reversible comme. 
men of a resource mmphes low of production or 
wee for a peried of time as well as loss of feewre 
optiom for production or wee of the affected re- 
sowrce For example, (|) permanen loss of non- 
renew able paleomologn al or cultural resources may 
result from vandahem ecroson or surface dretur 
bance, and (2) “wilderness” character may be 
permanently changed through construction and 
ongowg use of roads, winch are obvicws visual 
entrussoms om a natural lands ane 


Istand (of vegetation) An mchuson of one ape. 
crs of type of vegetation totally surrounded by 
other species of types 


beswe See planning (scm 


Key ecosystem indicator species Species select 
ed for management as components of a system 
which «© being managed of monitored § These 
species are chosen because they are indicators of 
the health of the entire system. Key ecosystem 
wndicator especies may be = |) wide ranging species 
for whom landscape level patterns and processes 
are very emportant 2) apecies dependent on many 
other apecees (euch as predators at the tap of the 
foed cham) +) common species that are umporant 
bask components of the system, of 4) rare oF 
unique species that are capecially sensitive to 
changes om the system 


Key area A relatively small area that reflects or 
has the abvlty to reflect the effectiveness of man 
agement acthoms over a much larger area 


Key bebiest See cress! Aotuer 


Amowtedgratte sad rresensht:e practices h ~ 
prackors. of comibenamon of Componenm practoe. 
develope’ Grough + syeemetx approach and 
wnplememed @ & manner ehh domoneres 
reasomatle success mm mummareng adverse resource’ 
compacts Army know ledgeatie and reasmatic pra 
toe which 1s mot cupressly descrihed mm the ( hallr 
RMP, bul © proposed and developed a « leer 
date would be based on the followmg (|) Curren 
screntifx imerature on coher appx athe study results 
whah substantiate that emprovement would result 
from umplermentiong the practice (2) the recommen 
datiom of an ID team responsible for reves ing. 
emerpreting and dacumenting the srentifx imera 
ture or study results upon which the kno lodgeatte 
and reasonable practice 1s hasec. and (}) comple. 


Landscape diversity The \ anation of pamern and 
suze of Communitres withen a landscape on huding 
the size of unfragrnemed habnat the eristence of 
mmgration cornmdors. the jurtapostion of feeding 
and cover habwat ek 


Landscape level processes “ature! or human 
activities winch create patierm: af the level of 
landscapes (1 ¢ across community bouwndanes) 
Examples are pernadk wridfire or human actry mes 
which affect a watershed (and ms water quality or 
fisteres habwetat) 


Land trensfer - The wile. exchenge. of other 
comveyance of land from one owner to another. 
expecially under the authority of land dreposal laws 
such as the Desert Land Act, Carey Act, Reore- 
ation and Public Purposes Act. FLPMA. etc 


Leasable minerais Minerals cutyect to lease hy 
the Federal government under the Mineral | caseng 
Act of 1920, incbuding coal, ofl, gas, phosphate. 
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sodium, potassium. oil shale, sulphur. and geother- 
mal stcam. Yearly lease rentals and production 
royaltes are paid to the Federal government. In 
this RMP. lcasable muncrals are further categonzed 
as either fluid energy icasable mincrals (oil, gas. 
and geothermal resources) or non-energy leasable 
munerals. 


Listed species - Those plant, animal. or fish spe- 
cres listed by the US. Fish and Wildlife Service or 
the National Marie Fishenes Service as “threat- 


ened” of “endangered “ 


ctals subject to development specified in the Gen- 
eral Mining Law of 1872. Generally includes 
metallic minerals such as gold, silver, copper, and 
iron, and all other mincrals not subject to lease or 
sale (limestone, talc, gypsum, etc.) 


Management Area - A portion of the Resource 
Area where BLM admunistered public lands would 
remain im public ownership for the long term. 
unless the RMP is amended. Lands would be 
managed for multiple use p-wposes consistent with 
law and regulation. Management areas are m con- 
trast to Adjustment Areas. (instruction Memoran- 
dum No. ID-89-395, August, 1989) 


Management concern - Resource activities or 
opportunities that are addressed in the RMP EIS in 
order to ensure consideration of all multuple uses m 


the planning arca. 


Management Framework Plan (VIFP) - A BLM 
land use plan for a specific area of land called a 
planning unit. MFPs were the first generation of 
BLM land use plans, pnor to completion of Re- 
source Management Plans. An MFP was written 
after completion of a Unit Resource Analysis as an 
inventory. 


Management Situation Analysis (MSA) - The 
physical resource data and analysis of a planning 
unit, mcluding current use, production, condition, 

and trend of resources, potentials anc opportunities, 
and a profile of ecological value<. 


occupied by vegetative species requiring relatively 
higher amounts of soil morsture for survival. 


Mineral withdrawal - Closure of public land wo 
specific muncral development laws such as the 
Mining Law of 1872 and the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920. Withdrawal of public lands is subject to 
valid existing mghts, such as valid mining claims 
and muncral leases which precede the withdrawal. 


Mitigation - An action to avoid, minimize. reduce. 
climinate, compensate, or rectify the mmpact of a 
management practice 


Monitoring - The systematic gathering of data to 
determine whether progress 1s bemg made im 
achieving land use objectives or goals. 


Motorized vehicle - Any form of motonzed trans- 
portation. (Also see off-highway vehicle.) 


Multiple use - The management of the public 
lands and their various resource values so they are 
utilized in the combination that will best meet the 
present and future needs of the Amencan people. 
making the most judicious use of the land for some 
or all of these resources or related services over 
areas large enough to provide sufficient latitude for 
penodic adjustments im use to conform to changing 
needs and conditions; the use of some land for less 
than all of the resources, a combination of balanced 
and diverse resource uses that takes into account 
the long term needs of future generations for re- 
eration being given to the relative values of the 
resources and not necessarily to the combination of 
uses that will give the greatest economic return or 
the greatest unit output (FLPMA 1976). 


National Register of Historic Places - A register 
of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
significant in American history, architecture, ar- 
chacology, and culture, established by the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 
maintained by the Secretary of the Interior. 
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Natural regeneration (revegetation) - The regen- 
craton or reforestanon of a site by natural mcans. 
whether from seedlings onginating by natural 
seeding. or from sprouts and other plants which 
or may not be preceded by site preparation. 


Nested frequency trend monitoring - A method 
of monsonng rangeland trend that consists of 
observing plots of vanous sizes along a transect. 
The frame is constructed such that successively 
smaller plots are included within the next larger 
plot 


Nonattainment area - An airshed in which one oF 
more ait quality standards are not being met. 


Noncommercial forest land - All forest land that 
is not capable of yielding at least 20 cubic feet of 
wood per acre per year of commercial tree species. 
or land capable of producing only noncommercial 
tree species. All noncommercial forest land i» 
further classified as suitable woodland. (Also see 
suitable woodland, woodland commercial forest 
land.) 


Non-discretionary action - A BLM action that ts 
required by law or regulation. These types of 
actions cannot vary by alternative within the RMP 


Non-energy leasable minerals - For the purposes 
of this RMP, all leasable minerals which are not 
considered fluid energy leasable minerals (orl. ga’. 
geothermal resources) Also see leasable minerals 


Nongame - Species of animals which are not 
managed as a sport hunting resource. 


Nonpatented claim - A mining operation with no 
privilege or nght of sole use by an individual 


Nonpoint source - A source of water pollution 
which cannot be attributed to a specific pomt or 
small area, but is generated on a wider scale from 
a larger land area’ Nonport source pollutants may 
include sediment, nutrient, chemical, or bacteria 
loadings to a body of water Nonpoint sources of 
these pollutants may include activities such 4s 


Nonsuitable commercial forest land - Those 
iands incapable of sustained long term umber 
production (fragile nature or mabulity to adequately 
reforest) under cxisting harvest or reforestation 
technology. (Also see suitable commercial forest 
land ) 


Nonsuitable woodland - Includes al! frame 
nonsuitable forest land and sites that are not bio- 
logically and/or environmentally capable of sup- 
porting a sustamed yield of forest products. 


Nonsuitable WSA_ - A Wilderness Study Arca 
that has been studied by the BLM and recommend- 
ed to the President for uses other than Wilderness. 


No surface occupancy (NSO) stipulation - A 
stipulation which prohibits construction or place- 
mem of energy muncral development facilities 
(buildings, roads, drilling equipment. cic.) on an 
area of land surface. An NSO stipulation is often 
attached to energy mineral leases for particular 
tracts of land leased for energy mineral develop- 
mem. (See. Anachment 10: Leasable Minerals 


Stipulations, pp. 135-143 for other energy muncrals 
stipulations specific to this RMP.) 


Nonuse AUMs - Available grazing forage which is 
not permitted during a given tome penod. 


Non-vascular plants - A group of plants which 
mcludes fung: (mushrooms). lichens. mosses, and 
algae 


Noxious weed - Any plant designated as noxious 
by the director of the Idaho Department of Agncul- 


ture 


Objectives - Planned results to be achreved within 
a stated time period, objectives are measurable, 
quantifiable, subordinate to goals. and narrower in 
scope. 
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Off-highway vehicle (off read vehicle) - A motor- 
wed vehicle which can travel off of constructed 
road surfaces, such as a motorcycle, all-terrain 
vehicle, four-wheel dnve vehicle. or snowmobile. 
(Also sce motorized vehicle.) 


Off-highway vehicle use designations - 


Open: “Vctucie travel 1s permitted throughout 
the arca designated as “open” to OHV usc, if 
the vehicle 1s operated responsibly. 


Limited) Motorized vehicle travel on desig- 
nated areas, routes, roads, vehicle ways, and 
trails 1s subject to restrictions. 


Closed. Motonzed vehicle travel 1s prohibited 
m the area. Access by means other than 
motorized vehicle is permitted. 


Old growth - Forested land that is comprised of 
mature trees whose vigor 1s being maintained or 1s 
declining. Old growth is characterized by plants 
and animals which prefer or depend upon a climax 
or late successional habitat. An old growth forest 
differs significantly from a younger forest im struc- 
ture, ecological function, and species composition. 
Old growth charactenstics begin to appear in 
unmanaged conifer forests at 175-250 years of age. 
These characteristics include (a) a patchy, multi- 
layered canopy with trees of several age classes. 
(b) the presence of large living trees; (c) the pres- 
ence of larger standing dead trees (snags) and 
down woody debris, and (d) the presence of spe- 
cres and functional processes which are representa- 
tive of the potential natural community. 


Old growth dependent species - An animal spe- 
cies so adapted that it can exist only in old growth 
forests. 


Omitted lands - Unsurveyed lands that were erro- 
neously excluded from the onginal survey by some 

gross discrepancy in the location of a meander line, 
Shather by aleute or fund These are lands that 


were, in fact, in place at or above the ordinary high 
water mark at the date of the onginal subdivision 


of the township. The representation of the orginal 


survey by the accompanying plat and ficld notes 
will be grossly m error (USDI - BLM, Manual of 
Surveying Instructions, 1973). 


Outstandingly Remarkable (OR) value - A re- 
source value or natural clement of a stream being 
considered for inclusion in the National Wild and 
Scersc Rivers System which 1s extraordinary within 
the region (or RMP planning area). Categories of 
resource values listed mm Section 1(b) of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act include “scenic, recreational, 
geologic, fish and wildlife, historic, cultural or 
other similar values.” “Other similar values” in- 
clude, but are not limited to, hydrologic, cco- 
logic hologic diversity, paleontologic. botanic, and 
scientific study opportunities. 


Overstory removal - A method of harvesting 
tumber. where the overstory (uppermost canopy) is 
removed and the remaiming portion of forest ts not 
harvested at that time. 


Paleontological resource - Fossilized remains of 
vertebrate, invertebrate, or botanical life forms 


Patented claim - A mining operation with an 
official document conferring a nght or privilege to 
have sole use of that operation. 


by more than just a small number of females from 
a given population (e.g . lambing grounds or calv- 
ing fawning areas) 


Perennial stream - A stream that flows continu- 
ously and 1s generally associated with a water table 
in the areas through which it flows. 


Peripheral species - Species whose distribubon im 
Idaho is at the edge of their range. Because 
populations of these species often occur im margin- 
al habitat (in terms of species needs), they are 
especially important to the genetic diversity of the 
species. 
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Petrified - Vegetative maternal converted to stone 
when organic matter is replaced with dissolved 
minerals. 


plant stage of growth. 


Planning issue - Defined by BLM Manual 160! as 
a matter of controversy or dispute regarding a 
resource management activity or land use that is 
alternatives among which to choose or decide. 


ments for water. nutnents, and sunlight to ensure 
food storage and plant vigor sufficient for normal 
growth and reproduction. 


Potential natural community (PNC) (Syn. climax 
community) - The culminating stage in natural 
plant succession for any given site where the vege- 
tation consists of a stable community of adapted 
of a plant community capable of perpetuation under 
prevailing climatic and soil conditions and natural 
disturbance events. Climax species will generally 
dominate a climax community. 


Prehistoric site - A geographic location where 
during a period when Native Americans were not 
yet influenced by contact with historic non-native 
culture(s). 


Prescribed burn (prescribed fire) - Intentional 
use of fire, whether by planned or unplanned igni- 
tion, to accomplish planned objectives. 


Prescription - Management practices which are 
selected and scheduled for application in a specific 
area in order to attain goals and objectives. 


Primitive - Charactenzed by an essentially unmod- 
ified natural environment isolated from the sights. 
sounds, and structures of man. 


Primitive values - Opportunity for primitive and 
unconfined recreation, opportunity for solitude, and 


naturalness 


Priority fish species - Fish having special signifi- 
cance for management, including (a) special status 
species, (b) species of high economic or recre- 
ational valuc, or (c) populations of fish recognized 
as significant for one or more factors such as 
density. diversity, size, public interest, remnant 
character, or age. 


Prior to boot stage - The vegetative phenological 
Stage that occurs im grasses after the plant initiates 
growth in the spning. but before any flowering buds 
are detectable on the flower stalk. 


Pristine condition - The ecological condition of 
that plant community assumed to have existed pnor 
to the influence of European maa. 


Project planning - The most detailed level of 
BLM planning which identifies the design. place- 
ment, and implementation of specific projects. 
(Also see activity planning ) 


ly proposed for listing as threatened or endangered 
by the Secretary of the Interior or Commerce under 


Provenience - origin (¢.¢.. of artifacts). 


Public - Affected or interested individuals, includ- 


benefit of Indians, Aleuts, and Eskimos (43 CFR 
1601.0-S(i)). May include public domain or ac- 
quired lands in any combination. 
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Rank growth - Older plant (vegetative) maternal, 
typically of forage plants, that has higher lignin 
and cellulose content, which reduces palatability 


Range improvement - A structure, cxcavation, 
treatmem. or development to rchabiltatc, protect, 
or improve range condoms on public lands 


Raptor - A bird of prey with sharp talons and 
strongly curved beak (e.g. howk, owl, vulture, 
cagic) 


RARE II (Roadiess Area Review and Evaluation 
il) - The second national inventory and assessment 
of roadiess and undeveloped arcas within the Na- 
tional Forests and Grasslands, documented m the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement of the 
Roadless Area Review and Evaluation, January. 
1979 


Rare species - Plant or animal species which are 
uncommon to a specific area. All threatened. 
endangered. and sensitive species can be consid- 
ered rare, but the converse ts not truc 


Recreation opportunity spectrum (ROS) - A 
classification system which characterizes the ability 
of the land resource to provide opportunities for 
certain types of recreation expenences. Classifica- 
tons (listed m order of increasing development 
(modification of the natural environment) and 
decreasing opportunities for solitude) include the 
following primitive, semi-primitive nonmotorized, 
semi-pnmitive motonzed, roaded natural, rural, and 
urban 


Redd - A spawning bed, specifically, a depression 
made im stream substrate (i.¢.. gravel) by a spawn- 
img fish, by fanning water and gravel with its tail. 
Eggs are deposited into the redd to be incubated 
and later hatched 


Reforestation- | he natural or artificial restocking 
of an area with forest trees. (Also see artificial 
regencration. natural regeneration.) 


Regeneration - The renewal of a tree crop, wheth- 
er by nature wtificial means. Also the young 


tree crop (seodlings, saplings) ascif. 


Relict community - A plant communsty surviving 
m 2n environment that has changed considerably . 
usually as a result of grazing animal use. Relict 
communities often occupy areas maccessuble to or 
otherwise unused by grazing ungulatcs 


Residual ground cover - That portion of the total 
vegetative grownd cover that remams afier the 
livestock grazing season 


Remnant population - A smal! population of a 
plamt or animal species that has been reduced m 
numbers and/or areca of distribution, or A small, 
solated population which remasns after the :est of 
the population has been extirpated from the arca 


Research Natural Area (RNA) - An arca im as 
near a natural condition as possible, which cxem- 
plifies typical or umque vegetation and associated 
biotic, sor’, geologic, and aquatic features. The 
area 1s set aside to preserve a representative sample 


of an ece.ogical community primarily for scientific 
and educational purposes, cormmercial and general 


public use is not allowed. 


Right-of-way - A permit or casement which autho- 
nzes the use of public lands for certain specified 
purposes, commonly for pypelines, roads, telephone 
lines, electric lines, reservoirs, etc.; also, the lands 
covered by such an casement or permit. 


Riparian - Of, pertaining to, situated, or dwelling 
on the bank of a river or other body of water 


Riparian area - The area between permanently 
saturated wetland and upland areas. which exhibits 
vegetation or physical characteristics reflective of 
permanent surface or subsurface water influence. 
Typical mpanan areas include lands along, adjacent 
to, or contiguous with perennial and intermittent 
streams. glacial potholes, and the shores of lakes 
and reservoirs with stable water levels. Excluded 
are ephemeral streams or washes that do not cx- 
hibit the presence of vegetation dependent upon 
free water in the soil. Riparian habitat arca width 
delineations for this RMP are shown in Volume 1, 
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may be classified in one of three conditions: 

Ree Reatient oo Setanta. 
risk. See Volume 1, Anachment /, pp. 101-102 
for a complete description of condition classes. 


Rip rap - Broken angular stone used for embank- 
ments, a foundation or wall of stone thrown to- 
gether irregularly. 


Read - A vehicle route which has been improved 
and maintained by mechanical means to ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use. (USDI-BLM 
1987; Lemhi Draft RMP/EIS) 


Reckhounding - The recreational collection of 
minerals 


Saleable minerals - High volume, low value min- 
eral resources, including common vaneties of rock, 
clay, decorative stone, sand, and gravel. Specifi- 
cally, mineral maternals made available for sale 
under provisions of the Mineral Materials Act of 
1947, as amended. 


Salmonid - A member of the family of fish species 
Salmonidae, includes trout and salmon species. 


Sawtimber - Live trees usually nine inches DBH 
or larger that can be used for lumber. 


Scoping - The process of obtaining mput from the 
ID team, resource staff and management, and the 
public (including the general public and relevant 
and interest groups) in order to determine |) which 
issues are significant to the RMP and 2) the scope 
of issues to be addressed in the alternatives 


Season of use - A period of graring use defined 
esther by calendar dates or phenological stages 
(eg. carly = pnor tw boot. critical = boot 
flowering. late = after flowering. dormant = dor- 
mant/winter). (Also see boot stage, dormant stage. 
and prior to boot stage.) 


Section 106 Consultation — Discussions bet cen 
a Federal agency official and the Advisory Council 
on Histonc Preservation, State Histone Preserva- 
von Officer. and other amerested partes concerning 
histone properties that could be affected by a 
specific undertaking The consultation process 1 
outlined m the National Histonc Preservation Act. 
Section 106, and codified mm 36 CFR 800 


Sediment - Solid maternal that onginates mostly 
from disimtegrating rocks and 1s transformed by. 
suspended im. or deposited by water Sediment 
mcludes chemical and bhochermcal precipitates and 
decomposed orgamc materal 


Sediment yield - The volume or weight of sedi- 
ment transported from a site. 


Seep (or spring) - A saturated zone at or near the 
ground surface where voids im the rock or soil are 
filled with water at greater that atmospheric pres- 
sure. Seep or spring sites are typically character- 
ized by mparian vegetation and soil formed im the 
presence of water Water may or may not be 
discharging from these sites. cepending on the 
underlying geology, water source, season, or long 
term climatic trends. A seep is a small spring 


Selective cut logging - The periods removal of 
trees, individually or m small groups, from an 
uneven-aged forest in order realize a timber yield 
and establish a new tree crop of mregular constitu- 
hon. 


Semi-developed recreation site - A site partially 
developed to accommodate specific intensive uses 
such as camping, boat launching, gaming access, 
etc. These sites may include some permanent 
facilities such as a launch ramp, parking area, 
not occur 
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Shelterword cut - A method of forest aand regen- 
eration and tumber harvest where mature tember 1s 
removed im a senes of two or more cuttings over a 
relatively shon portion of the rotation (30 years or 
less), and the establishment of even-aged reproduc - 
thon under the partial shelter of seed trees is en- 
couraged. The first cutting is termed a “seed cut,” 
imtermediate cutting 1s termed a “removal cut.” and 
the last cut is the “final cutting “ 


Skid trail - The tracks where tractors slide or pull 
logs from the tree stumps to the roadside or log 


landings 


Slash. Woody material left after logging. pruning. 
thinning, brush cutting. or other activities associat- 
ed with timber harvest and management, road 
construction and ma:mtenance, of trail construction 
and maintenance Slash may also accumulate as a 
result of storms. fire. or other damage 


Smolt- A juvenile salmomd at the time when it 1s 


physiologically adapting from life mm fresh water to 
life in salt water 


Class Ii] - Soils that have severe limitations 
that reduce the choice of plants or that require 


special comservation practices, or both. 


Class /V ~ Soils that have very severe limita- 
tons that reduce the choice of plants or that 
require very careful managemem, of both 


Class V ~ Sotls that are not likely to erode but 
have other lmrations, practical to remove. 


Class V7 ~ Soils that have severe lemitations 
that make them generally unsustable for cult- 
vation 


Class ¥7/ - Soils that have very severe lomita- 
tions that make them unsustable for cultrva- 


Special Management Area (SMA) - Portions of 
the Challis Resource Area chat currently recerve (or 
ment above that designated for the remainder of 
the Resource Area Special Management Areas 
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Giessen Defiminons 


include Wilderness Study Arcas, Wild and Scemic 
Rivers, and Arcas of Crincal Environmental Con- 
cern Research Natural Arcas 


- A population or 
pornon of a population of animals use available 
period of the year when persistent winter condi- 
tions are not present. Typically, this period would 
be between May | and November 30. 


Stand (of timber) - A plant community of trees 
which possess uniformity m vegetation type, age 
class, vigor, size class, and stocking class and 
which 1s distinguishable from adjacent forest com- 


State listed species - A plant or animal species 
proposed for listung or listed by a state im a catego- 
ry waplying potential endangerment or extinction 


Listing is esther by legrlanon or regulation 


Stocking level - The current level of livestock 


grarimg use on a uni of land. usually cupressed as 
acres of land per AUM grazed. 


Stubble height © The height of ungrared herbe- 
ceous matter left standing at the close of the graz- 


ing penad or growing season 


Substrate embeddedness - See (ohhic (uuhurate) 
embheddednes 


Suitable commercial forest land = | and ¢ lassi fied 
as capable of (possessing newessary Characternstics 
and capatilmes) producing commercial umber 
under operational forest managemen'’ practices and 
able to marmtam those qualities necessary to meet 
sustained yield principles (Also see nonswitahle 
commercial forest land ) 


Suitable ranges ~ Arcas winch can be grazed by 
ivestack without damage to the sev! and vegetation 
resources 


Suitable woodland © Inci.des al! noncommer:ial 
forest land and nonsurtable commercial forest land 
that 1s biologically capable of supporting a sus- 
tamed yreld of forest products (Also see nonswit- 
able woodland ) 


Suitable WSA - A Wilderness Study Arca that has 
heen studied by the 1M and recommended to the 
President as sustable for inclusion into the National 
W.iderness Preservation System 


Summer range - Areas where young are raised by 
elk or tughorn sheep Summer ranges are usually 
more important to a given population than sprng- 
summer fall ranges and are generally much smaller 
im size Typically used between June | and Sep- 
tember 31. 


Supervised trailing - Livestock are actively 
pushed to the destination, not merely allowed to 
move along at their own pace without human 
encouragement 
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Sustained yield - The acheevement and mame- 
mance m perpetuity of a ngh-level annual of rege- 
lar penodx output of the various renewable re- 
sources of the public lands. consent with mult- 


ple use 


Tax revenues - Revenues for the purpose of local 
government which are generated annually through 
real property taxes (¢ g. home or busmness valuc), 
fxrsonal property taxes (¢ g . motor vebucle assess- 
ments). and aperateng property taxes (¢ g . utsbtes) 
Tax revenues are sources of funds for local gov- 
ermmem m addmon to non-local sources of aid 
(¢.@.. payments im lew of taxes, Federal and State 
grants and funds) 


Technical approaches for riparian aquatic im- 
provement - Those activites, methods, and ap- 
proaches whch require active imtervention and 
import of matenals to restore or rehabilitate the 
affected site. The approaches include such things 
as plantings. gations, retention structures, and rock 
or tree barbs 


Thermal cover - Vegetative or topographic cover 
used by anumnals to ameliorate the effects of weath- 
er, for elk, a stand of coniferous trees 40 feet or 
taller with an average crown closure of 70 percent 
or more 


Threatened species - A plant or avimal species 
which 1s lnhely to become endangered (see endan- 
gered species) within the foreseeable future 
throughout all or a significant portion of its range. 
and 1s officially listed as threatened by the Secre- 
tary of the Imenor or Commerce under the provi- 
sions of the Endangered Species Act. A ‘inal rule 
for the listing has been published mm the Federal 


Register 


Timber harvest - Cutting of trees for commercial 
use as sawlogs. house logs. posts and poles, pulp- 


Tractor skidding - A method of moving logs from 
the stump to the roadside, deck, or other landing. 


Traditional Wieway walee - The quality of being 
uscful m of umportam to the mamicnance of « 


Trait Any desagnated. designed. and constructed 
pathway sunable for one or more of the followmg 


methods of travel foot, packstach, cross country 
ski, mountain bike, motorcycle, or all terran veb- 
cle (ATV) 


Transfer payments — A term indicating a payment 


made by business or government which does not 
result from curremt production and for which no 


(CLEModel) for Local Economic impact Assess- 
ment’ A How-To Manual, 9. 27) 


Treaty. A formal agreement between two or more 
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Trust roseurces - Those resources (¢ g. doer, clk. 
fish) located on pubbc lands whach Natrve Amern- 
can tribes have the nght to take under treaty 


Trust responsibility - The sovercign satus of 
Indsan tribes and special provissons of treaty lan- 
guage sct Native Americans apart from other UL S 
populanons, and define a special level of Federal 
agency responsibility. Most of the Federal lands 
were ceded to the L S government through treaties 
with the Indian tribes. By retammong certain mghts 
on these lands (sce Glossary. treaty nights). the 
Indian tribes, m essence. placed thew lands m the 
trust of the U.S. government, giving the US. gov- 
ernment “trust responsibility” to manage those 
ceded lands for the benefit of the tribes’ treaty 
nghts 


Unsurveyed islands - A category of omitted lands 
(see definition above) which may have been mien- 
tionally omitted from the ongal survey for nu- 
merous reasons. These islands existed at or above 
the ordimary high water mark. separate and distenct 
from adjowung uplands. at the date of statehood 
Late 1800s survey practices by the Government 
Land Office (GLO) im this area were to make ties 
to the ends of islands rather than to physically 
survey them An additional problem 1s that islands 
tend to “move” downstream over time by the pro- 
cesses of erosion and accretion and can attach 
thumselves to adjoining uplands. (USDI - BLM. 
Manual of Surveving Instructions, 1973) 


Upland - The portion of land located away from 
npanan or floodplain areas 


Utilization. The proportion of current year's vege- 
tative growth consumed or destroyed by grazing 
ammals, usually cxpressed as a percentage 


Utilization criteria - A set of criteria or 


to determine when proper use of an a cen 
made and livestock, wild horses, or v ould 
make no further use 


Vacant allotment . A grazing allotment that does 
not have a livestock grazing preference attached to 
it mm accordance with the grazing regulations No 


graring permutice has «2 preference to ux the 
allotment 


Vasculer plants - Any of varnouws plants of the 
drvison Tracheaphta, wach mcbudes the ferm 
and seed-bearing plants typified by a system of 
specialized conductive and supportrve trsuc 


Vehicle way (way) - A route cotablehed and 
mamtained solely by the passage of motor vetacies 
(USDI - BLM 1987; Lemhi Draft RMP ETS) 


Viable population - That population level that » 
self-sustammng without cubibiting genet depres 
sion caused by mbreeding 


Visual resource management classes (VRM 
classes) 


Class | - Preservation. The objective of this 
class 1 to maimtam a landscape setting that 
appears unaltered by humans Natural cco- 
logical changes and very lwmsted managemem 
activity are allowed) Any contrast created 
withen the characteristic landscape must not 
attract attention ft 1s apphed to wilderness 
areas, some natural areas. wild portions of 
Wild and Scenic Rivers. and other similar 
situations where management activities are to 
be restricted 


Class I] - Retention. The objective of this 
Class 1s to design proposed alterations so as to 
retain the existing character of the landscape 
The level of change to the characteristic land- 
scape should be low Management acti ities 
may be seen, but should not attract the atten- 
thor of the casual observer, Any changes 
must repeat the basic elements of form. line. 
color, and texture found m the precominant 
natural features of the characternstic landscape 


Class lil - Partial Retention. The objective of 
this class 1s to design proposed alterations so 
as to partially retain the existeng character of 
the landscape Contrasts to the basic elements 
(form, lime, color, and texture) caused by « 
management activity mry be evident and 
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begen to aitract atk tom om the Characterwx 
landwape «=Hhewever. the Change showld re- 
mam wattewdenaic ty the Curteng Charactenwx 
landwape 860 Serxcturess keacated om the fore- 
ground dmtame sane (0 mule) often create 
a comtrad that cucecds the VRM clam, even 
when dewgned to harmomze and blend «ah 
the characterntx landwape The may be 
ewpecially truc when a drtmectne archnectural 
motif ot style m dewgned Approval by the 
Destrct Manager » required on a cane->y «ane 
hase to determene whethe: the struc turcts) 
meet the acceptatc \RM claws stamadards and. 
if not, whether they add acoeptable visual 
vanety © the landscape 


Clas It. Meddicanen The ebyectrve of this 
claws » to provede for managemenm activities 
whet roguere major modification of the exrst- 
mg character of the landscape ( omtrasts may 
attract attention and be a dormenant feature of 
the landscape m terms of scale, however, the 
change showld repeat the base elements 
(form. bene. color. and texture) emherem m the 
characterrstx landscape Structures located m 
the foreground distance zone (0-') mule) often 
create 4 contrat «a exceeds the VRM class. 
even when designed to harmomze and blend 
with the characteristx iandscape This may 
be expucially true when a drstenctrve architec- 
tural motif on style « dewgned Approval by 
the Urstrict Manager ts required on a case-by- 
case bass to determme whether the struc: 
ture(s) meet the acceptable VRM class stan- 
dards and. if not, whether they add acceptable 
visual varnety to the landscape 


Class | - Rehabilitation or Enhancement 
Change « needed to bring an area up to the 
standards of Class |, ll, Il, of TV (rehabilna- 
thon). or change may add acceptable visual 
varnety to an area (enhancement) This class 
apples to areas where the natural character of 
the landscape has been disturbed to a pont 
where the contrast 1 wwharmomous wh the 
characternstic landscane and rehabilitation 1s 
needed (For example, unacceptable cultural 
modification has reduced the scomic quality } 


ht may aheo be apphed to arcas that have ie 
pote to morcase the weeusl quailty of 
varety of an orca or ete «=(Class V showld te 
comadered an mene on shor term clawfx a 
hen unt one of the other VRM class atyec- 
trves can he reached through rehatwinanan or 
emhancemem The deseed visual resource 
managemem class showld he sdentfied 


Viseal quality The relate worth of a landscape 
from a visual perception port of view (BLM. 
VRM Manual) 


Viseal resource - The vrsblec piryscal features on 
a landecape (¢ ¢. land, water, vegetation, enemas, 
structures. and other features) (BLM. VRM Manw- 
al) 


Watershed (or drainage basin) — A topograph- 
sally defined arca drained by 4 river, stream. or 
system of Commecting rrvers or streams such that all 


outflows discharged through a single outlet 


Watershed awewment - A procedure wed to 
charactenze and documem the human, aquatic. 
rypanan. and terrestnal features. condmoms. pro- 
cesses, and imteractionms withen a defined area 
Watershed assesement provides a comext and focus 
for resource activity or project planning. design. 
and implementation 


Watershed condition class - The descrpmon of 
watershed condmon as satisfactory of umatisfacto- 
ty Satisfactory condition watershed - a watershed 
which has stable sovls. sustarms sol development 
and ecological processes. stores water and atten- 
uates floods. maimtams the imtegnty of nutnent 
cycles and energy flow. and has present, function- 
img recovery mechaniwms ( manisfacton Condition 
watershed - a watershed mm which one or more of 
the attributes described for a satisfactory condition 
watershed 1s non functional not property function. 
mg. or 1s functonmng and at risk of becomung less 
than property functioning 


W ater quality limited stream segment 4 vtrearm 
segment im which full attasnment of an identified 
beneficial use has not heen actneved as a result of 
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Cres sar Defines 


one of more lemeteng eater quabty parameters 
Way - See while wey 


Wetland areabsbiat An arca where # ican 
penadx mundation of saturation wath eater (ether 
from the surface or subeurface) 1 the predamenart 
factor deterrmemeng the nature of sow! develapmen 
and the types of plan and anemal communmes 
lrvung there These mctude the entire zomes asscx) 
med wth strearm lakes ponds canal seeps wet 
meadows and some aupen stands They support 
all fish and more species of wridbefe om tngher den 
wmes than amy other habaat type m the Resource 
Area 


Wetted width . The width of the water surface 
measured at mgit angles to the derection of flow 


and at a specif dicharge 


Wild and Scenic River - Av dewgnated by the 
1968 Wild and Soeme Rivers Act, specific water- 
courses amd thew ommediate em rromments «hich 
have outstandengly remartatle sceme recreational 
geologn. fish and wildiefe. hutorx, cultural, oF 
wrmlar values and are preserved om thew free flow 
mg condition to protect them for the benefit and 
eryoyment of present and future generatiom Wrid 
and Scemc River segments are clasefied as wrid 
scemc, or recreational (from Section 21>) Public 
Law 9-542) 


Wild - Those rivers of sections of nvers that 


whomg thew shorelines and that may have un 
dergome scmme umpoundments of drverucm om 
the pant 


Wild and Scemk River corridor | and appro) 
mately 14 mile upslope citer wide of He river 
from the mean tugh water mark. o a otherwise 


defined for a specefx mvet segmem 


Wild and Scemic River stedy 4 two wep uty 
pracess followed by the BLM om order to sdentfy 
rvers or river segments for powsible mcluson m 
the National Wild and Scene Rivers System 
(NWSRS) in sep one the river ts found chgible 
(or metigible) for further study in wep two che 
bie rivers are recommended as suntable (or unewr. 
able) for possible mctunon m the NWSRS 


Elupitle river A ever on river segment deter- 
mruned through mmventory and evaluation to he 
ehgitle for further study Three clements arc 
comudered |) 1 the dramage ot waterway a 
rrver accordeng to the Wid and Scene River 
(WSR) Act and BLM Manual definition, 2) is 
the river free-flowmg acoordeng to WSR Act 
definmon, and ') does the rrver support amy 
of the Outstandeng!y Remarktatlc \abues bnsted 
im the WSR Act. Section l(b) Rivers meet- 
ong the chgibelety crnena for further study are 
asegned the approprate tentative classifua 
thom as wkd soem on recreatemal as defined 
m Section Dib) of the WSR Act 


Sestatle river A river on rrver segment deter. 
muned by the BLM te he sentable for possible 
inchuson mm the NWSRS Factor which may 


a worthy addmon to the NWSRS the current 
status of land ownersiap and use on the area 
reasonatly foreseeable potential uses of the 
land and water etich would be enhanced. 
foreclosed, or curtailed of the areca were 
cluded m the NWSRS. and proposed costs of 


Wilderness § All lands mcloded m the Natrona! 
Wilderness Preservation System by public ise 
Also generally defined as undeveloped federal 
land retarmeng ms premesal character and influence 
eothow! permanct! semypros ements or human haba 
teow 


Wilderness Sted) Area (WSA) A roadiew areca 
that has heen ervemmamed and found to have «rider 
news charactervetecs. haveng few human develop 
ments and provideng apportummties for sebtude and 
Premeetrve recreatom as described m Section 66)3 of 
FLPMA and Section Dic) of the Wilderness Act of 
ated 


Wibéfire Amy wridland fire that « not dewgnated 
on managed as a preserved fire 


Widlife Animals trv ong om a natural undomest) 
cated state mchudeng berds (raptors songburds. 
upland game herds) marmenals (furbearers tig 
— marnmals) repoles  ampbhhans 


Windrew . A row of slash. generally alongside a 
road on tral pled as a result of ngit-of way clear 
mmg or road and trarl Comstruction or mamienance 


Winter range 4 popelanon of porhor of a pope 
lanon of anwmal. use the surtable habeat wither this 
range annuath bet om substantial mumbers only 
durvng the wimter Typically used hetween Decem 
her | and April 30 
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Note Land Ownership Sutus 1 shown op Map 


Management Acton apply to BLM pubic band tty 


BLM, idaho State Office, Mapping/GIS. | 998 
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ANADROMOUS AND RESIDENT FISHERIES OCCUPIED HABITAT Map 2 
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Note Land Ownership Sistus 1s shown on Map f 
Managemen: Acuans apply to BI M public land only 


BLM. Idaho Ste Office. Mapping GIS. 1998 
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AREAS OF CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN (ACECs) - GENERAL LOCATION Map 4 
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Note Land Ownership Status 1s shown on Map F 
2m o Management Acbons apply to Bl M public land only 


Challis Proposed RM?/F inal EIS BLM, idabo State Office, Mapping/GIS, 1998 
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DEFINITION OF LEVELS OF GEOTHERMAL POTENTIAL AND LEVELS OF CERTAINTY 


(H) HIGH Inclusion m a Known Geothermal Resource Area, or existence of an active hydrothermal 
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SS See temperatures measured mm wells 
estimated by chermcal geothermometry 
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(N) NONE Absence of physical evidence mndacating the existence of hydrothermal convecthon 
systems. hot igneous sysierns, and higher than norma! geothermal grachent 
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my eb hoe goochemn al amd resource data and |nerature available at 
th of the assessment The levels and standards for each are 


A The available data are insufficient and of cannot be Comsdered as drrect or indirect evedence 
to support or refute the possible existence of mineral resources withen the area 


B The available data provide indirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence of 
mineral resources: 


C The available data provide direct evidence but are quantitatively minemal to support or refute 
the possible existence of mineral resources 


D The avaslable data provide abundant direct and indirect evidence to suppor or refute the 
possible existence of manera! resources 
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EXPLANATION 
Planning Unit .D. Number jo 
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P-Ha) ~ x | 
Commodity Level of Potentual | 
a) Metallic Minerals 
b) Uranmum 


c) Non-Metalhc Minerals 


MINING DISTRICT BOUNDARY EE 


LOCATABLE MINERAL POTENTIAL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM * 


0. 8 ES, SO I, STS EE Ge ES COINS SO Oe 


L. gr didi neat ees intmaeiel 
resources. 


M The geologic environment, the inferred geologic processes, and the reported mineral occurrences or valid 
scochemiesifqueghayeiadl anomaly tadieate enptonete octenties Gor cooumufation of elneral eeneuneee 
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__H. The geologic environment, the inferred XC processes, the reported mineral occurrences and/or vahd 


indicate ial for accumulation 


geochemical geophysical ential 
of mineral resources. The “known mines and its” do not have to be wit area that 1s being 
classified, but have to be within the same type 


bee 


ND. Minerals) potential not determined due to lack of useful data This notation does not require a level-of- 
certainty qualifier 


Il. Level of Certainty 


A. The available data are insufficient and/or cannot be considered as direct or indirect evidence to support or 
refute the possible existence of mimeral resources within the respective area. 


B_ The available data provide indirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence of mineral resources _ 


C The available data provide direct evidence but are quantitatively mimimal to support or refute the possible 
existence of mineral resources. | 


D_ The available data provide abundant direct and indirect evidence to support or refute the possible «xistence 
of mineral resources. 


* As used in this classification, potential refers to potential for the presence (occurrence) of a concentrabon | 


of one or more 


and/or extraction 


and/or mineral resources ae ay ate Ad pelt wy ny 


be economic, that is, could be extracted profitably 


mineral resource(s) It does not imply that the concentration 1s or may 
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1. Level of Potential 


0. The geologic environment. the inferred processes, and the lack of mineral occurrences do not 
indicate potential for accumulation of mineral resources 


L. SE ee eae peas ee ee en 
resources: 


M_ The geologic environment, the inferred processes, and the reported mineral occurrences or valid 
geochem cal geophysical anomaly moderate potential for accumulation of mineral! resources 
H_ The geologx environment. the inferred XC processes, the reported mineral occurrences and/or valid 
geophysical anomaly, and the mines or deposits indicate high potential for 


geochernical 
accumulation of manera! resources. The “known mines and deposits” do not have to be within the area 
that 1s being classified, but have to be within the sare type of geologic environment. 


ND. Mineral(s) potential not determined due to lack of useful data This notation does not require a level-of- 
certainty qualifier 


I. Level of Certainty 


A. The available data are insufficient and or cannot be considered as direct of mdirect evidence to support or 
refute the possible existence of mineral resources within the respective area. 


B. The available data provide indirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence of mineral resources. 


C_ The available data provide direct evidence but are quantitatively minmmal to support or refute the possible 
existence of mineral resources. 


D_ The available data provide abundant direct and mdirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence 
of mineral resources. 


*As used in this classification, potential refers to potential for the presence (occurrence) of a concentration 
of one or more and/or mineral resources |1 does not refer to or wnply potential for development 
and/or extraction manera! resource(s) It does not unply that the potential concentration is or may 
be economic, that 1s, could be extracted profitably 
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DEFINITION OF LEVELS OF PETROLEUM RESOURCE POTENTIAL 
AND CERTAINTY OF ASSESSMENT FOR IDAHO 


(Madsfied fom BLM Handbook H-1624-!. BLM Manual 30)!. and Miller, 1963) 
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structural or stratgraphx traps wth bydracarhons 
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Expanded Legend for Map 37: ‘Saleable Mineral Land Classification 


EXPLANATION 


COMMUNITY PIT LOCATION @ 
(See Appendix G, hem | for descripnon of px sites by Planning Unit) 


Planning Unit | D. Number Level of Certainty 


Commodity Level of Potential 


SALEABLE MINERAL POTENTIAL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM * 
1. Level of Potential 


0. eS c processes, and the lack of mineral occurrences do not 
it-dicate potential for accumulation of mineral resources. 


L. ene ee ee ee enn eee ero EGER oot ee 
resources. 


M. The geologic environment, the inferred ge iC processes, and the reported mineral occurrences or valid 
geochemical/ geophysical anomaly + moderate potential for accumulation of mineral resources. 

H. ine or cwicctfenephoeiee enomaty and tee the reported mineral occurrences and or valid 
geochemuical/geophysical anomaly. wn mines oF deposits inaxcat high potential for accumulation 
of mineral resources. The "tno enlace and * do not have to be within the arca that 1s being 


classified, but have to be within the same type of geologic environment. 


ND. Mineral(s) potential not determined due to lack of useful data. This notation does not require a level-of- 
certainty qualifier. 
Il. Level of Certainty 


A. The available data are insufficient and/or cannot be considered as direct or indirect evidence to support or 
refute the possible existence of mineral resources within the respective area. 


B. The available data provide indirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence of mineral resources. 


C. The available data provide direct evidence but are quantitatively minimal to support or refute the possible 
existence of mineral resources. 


D. The available data provide abundant direct and indirect evidence to support or refute the possible existence 
of mineral resources. 
*As used in this classification, potential refers to potential for the presence (occurrence) of a concentration 
vf one or more and/or mineral resources. It docs not refer to or imply potential for development 
and/or extraction mineral resources(s). |t does not imply that the potential concentration 1s or may 
be economic, that 1s, could be extracted profitably. 
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